


F Vol. XXXIL/ No. 43. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


703 








Cases Reported this Week. 


In the We R er. 

| usin eek Ga te ven 
Csog ¥.Crsseningss Wood, Claim- éis 
New Shile Gold Mining Go., In re 909 
Peek irs ae 


In the Solicitors’ Journal. 








The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, AUGUST 25, 1888. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justice Denman is undoubtedly entitled to sympathy in bis 
complaint on Wednesday that the judges now receive no official 
notice as to Acts of Parliament which have received the Royal 
Assent, and no copies of the statutes themselves. The principal 
sofferers from this act of doubtful economy are the Vacation Judges, 
who are often called be to consider the effect of statutes before 
they have become available for public and in the case in 
which Mr. Justice Dewan uttered his complaint the hardship was 
apparently aggravated by the circumstance that the statute under 
which he was asked to act wae a private one. It may be heped 
that his complaint will have the effect of inducing the Treasury 
authorities to treat the judges with a little more liberality and 
consideration. 





Tue appearance of Mr. A. E. Mriter, Q.C., the legal member 
of the Railway Commission, before the Vacation Judge last week 
, confirms the rumour which has been prevalent that this gentleman 
is to be cast adrift to recommence life at the bar after an absence 
of nearly half a generation. We think that this will be considered 
an uncommonly shabby act. No doubt the appointment of legal 
commissioner was originally temporary, and was continued from 
time to time for specified periods, but we do not recall any instance 
in this country where an eminent lawyer has been taken from his 
practice and kept in the public service for nearly twelve years and 
then left without any corresponding —— or compensation. 
The proceeding in the present case is the more difficult to under- 
stand since there can be no question as to Mr. MriiEn’s exceptional 
ability and efficiency ; and we believe there is only one opinion on 
this point among those who have had —— of the Railway 
Commission. We can hardly believe that means will not be 
devised for continuing his connection with the new commission or 
of utilising in some other way his legal knowledge and admirable 
judicial qualities. 





Tux Provisions of the Special Commission Act with reference to 
the examination and protection of witnesses correspond with those 
which have been ordinarily inserted in Acts appointing commis- 
sioners to inquire into the existence of corrupt practices in 
boroughs, although the directions for the stay of future actions are 
somewhat novel, previous statutes having generally protected wit- 
nesses against criminal proceedings only. Section 5 deprives a 
witness of the ordinary privilege of refusing to answer any ques- 
tion ‘‘ on the ground that the answer thereto may criminate or tend 
to criminate himself,” and section 6, sub-section 1, proceeds as 
follows: ‘‘Every person examined as a witness under this Act 
who, in the opinion of the commissioners, makes a full and true 


disclosure touching all the matters in respect of which he is | i 
examined shall be entitled to receive a certificate signed by the | also 


commissioners stating that the witness has, on his examination, 
made a full and true disclosure as aforesaid.” Then, by sub- 
section 2: “If any civil or criminal proceeding is at any time 
thereafter instituted against any such witness in respect of any 
matter touching which he has been so examined, the court having 
cognisance of the case shall, on proof of the certificate, stay the 
proceeding, and may in its discretion award to the witness such 
costs a8 he may bé put to in or by reason of the proceeding.” The 
Court of Session in Scotland is, of course, equally with the 





Erglish and Irish courts, bound by this provision, but the words 
“at any time thereafter tactibated” some $0 nederte the dete at 
the witness’s actual examination, 

actions may still be brought against the Zimes until the examina- 
tion of Mr. Watrzr or his representative has been completed, and 
a certificate, under section 6, sub-section 2, has been ted b 
the commissioners. Tt will be observed that the use of the w 
“shall” excludes the exercise of iscretion by the judges as to 
the granting or the withholding of certificate. 





_Tue case or Payne v. Eedaile, judgment in which was 
given by the House of Lords the day before the adjournment 
for the recess, is an important decision with reference to the effect 
of the Statutes of Limitation upon the right to recover certein 
tithes imposed by a statute of 37 Hen. 8, c. 12, upon the rental 
of houses in the parish of St. Botolph, Aldgate, in the City 
of London. The question upon which the case turned, and upon 
which alone the judgment of the Court of Appeal was reversed, 
was, whether the claim was for “rent” within 3 & 4 Will. 
4, ae 1, — extends that term to “all annuities and 

riodical sums of money charged upon or payable out of 

d, except moduses or compositions belonging to a epiital or 
eleemosynary ration sole.” The Court of Appeal that 
the tithe, though an annuity or periodical payment, was not 
‘‘ charged upon or payable out of any land,” because the statute 
of Henry VIII. gave no remedy against the land itself. Lord 
a . * te ap Mr that ne pe tea in- 
terpretation of the words “ upon’ would imply a remedy 
against the land itself, but he thought that the Keghibiens had, in 
the section before him, used them in a broader sense. The word 
“charge” might very well include any burden upon land, and the 
payment to be made under the statute of Henry VIII. could un- 
doubtedly be so described, because it had the direct effect of 
diminishing the profits and value of all the houses in the parish. 
Then a modus was, like ordinary tithes, a burden upon land 
which could be enjoyed only subject to the modus, and as the 
Legislature had, in many earlier statutes, employed the word 
‘‘charge” in relation to tithes, and in the Act in question, 
purported also to deal with moduses, there was nothing un- 
reasonable in holding that the words ‘‘ charged upon land’’ were 
used in the same wider sense as in dealing with the analogous 
case of moduses. Lord Macwacuren said that the sum claimed 
was undoubtedly @ periodical eum of money, and that the ex- 
ception of certain moduses or compositions shewed that such pay- 
ments in lay hands might be within the statute. In the absence of 
any special interpretation of the words “‘charged upon land,” he 
saw no reason for giving them a technical meaning, and he took a 
** charge ’’ to be ‘‘ so ing carried, a burden, or a composition.” 
In the present case the Act of Henry VIII. caused the burden to 
follow the land in the case of every successive occupier, and to 
“‘charge”’ the occupier in respect of the land. The appeal seems 
undoubtedly to have been decitied in accordance with a common- 
sense view of the question. 





Ir As BEEN stated that ata recent marriage at a suburban church 
the bridegroom was in an almost helpless state of intoxication, that 
the clergyman, though aware of this, nevertheless performed and 
completed the ceremony, and that considerable doubt has arisen as 
to the validity of the marriage. The view taken by Mr. Justice 
Burr in the recent case of Scott v. Sebright (35 W. R. 258, 12 
P. D. 21), was strongly in favour of treating a marriage in the 
same manner as an ordi contract, for he laid down that the 


te 
to parties to obtain a dissolution of the 
usion, ‘‘ these reasons necessitate great care and 
circumspection on the part of the tribunal, but they in no wise alter 
the principle or the grounds on which this, like any other 
may be avoided.” No doubt that case turned upon issues 
influence and duress, but, if i 


discourage any tem 
tie by means of 
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of the parties when the ceremony was performed. Drunkenness, 
if it prevents & person from understanding the effect of what he is 
doing, has been repeatedly ruled to be a defence to an action upon 
a contract. Thus in Gore v. Gibson (13 M. & W. 623) a plea was 
held good on demurrer which alleged that the defendant, when he in- 
dorsed the bill of exchange upon which the action was brought, was 
so intoxicated, and thereby so far deprived of sense, understanding, 
and the use of his reason, as to be unable to comprehend the mean- 
ing, nature, and effects of the indorsement, or to contract thereby, 
of which the defendant had notice. Matthews v. Baxter (21 
W. R. 389, L. R. 8 Ex. 132) decides, however, that a contract made 
by a man who was too intoxicated to know what he was doing is 
voiduble, and not void. No doubt in Scott v. Sebright the evidence 
tended to shew that, before the marriage at the registrar’s office, 
the engagement had been broken off by the petitioner ; whereas in 
the present case the original promise of marriage was probably 
valid ; but it may be observed that in Hancock v. Peaty (L.R.1P. & 
D. 335), where there was a question whether a marriage was in- 
valid on the ground of the insanity of one of the parties, Lord 
Penzance held that the question must be decided solely with 
reference to the party’s mental capacity or incapacity at the time 
when the marriage was solemnised. The question isa novel one, 
but the matrimonial decisions which we have cited seem rather to 
lead to the inference that a marriage ceremony would be invalid if 
one of the parties was prevented by intoxication from understanding 
the nature and effect of the ceremony. 





Hennessy v. Wricut (No. 2) (36 W. R. 879), is an important 

decision with reference to the extent of the right to interrogate 
the defendant in a newspaper libel action. Sir Joun Pore 
Henmessy, Governor of Mauritius, sued the publisher of the 
Times to recover damages for libels alleged to be contained in a 
leading article and in a letter from a correspondent in Mauritius, 
in both of which it was alleged the plaintiff bad “edited,” or 
tampered with, the reports of speeches delivered by certain mem- 
b:rs of the council, and had transmitted inaccurate versions of 
such speeches to the Secretary of State for the Colonies. The 
defendant pleaded that the alleged libels were true in substance 
and in fact, and were parts of a fair and accurate report of the 
public proceedings of the Colonial Council, and were fair com- 
ments upon matters of public interest and notoriety published 
bond fide, without malice, and under such circumstances as to be 
privileged. The interrogatories in dispute had been administered 
by the plaintiff, and sought information as to the names of the 
writer of the letter and the persons on whose information the 
defendant’s version of the speeches in the council was furnished, 
and also as to the existence of the original manuscript of the 
matter published in the Zimes. The defendant had refused to 
answer the interrogatories as being irrelevant and not put bond 
fide, and as seeking to elicit the names of witnesses who were to 
be called at the trial. Denman. J., at chambers, refused to order 
a further and better answer, and both the Queen’s Bench Division 
and the Court of Appeal upheld his decision. There appeared to 
be no authority precisely in point. The Master of the Rolls 
thought that the interrogatories were of a “fishing” character, 
as referring to matters of which the plaintiff knew nothing, and 
tended to disclose nothing which was material or which was 
likely to enable the plaintiff to destroy the defendant’s case. The 
names of the defendants’ informants were immaterial as regarded 
evidence of malice, for the malice of those informants was quite 
sonsistent with absence of malice on the part of the defendant. 
Linvtey, L.J., though not dissenting from the judgment of the 
other members of the court, expressed some doubt so far as re- 
garded the original manuscript, which he thought might, primd 
facie, be material. Efforts are constantly being made to extend 
the power of discovery in libel actions, and both plaintiffs and 
defendants too often seek to administer fishing interrogatories, 
but the recent decision of the Court of Appeal seems likely to 
have the effect of discouraging such applications. 





We ake svurprisep to hear a rumour that the Government have 
been so much discouraged by the reception which the proposal to 
appoint a new judge of the Chancery Division met with in the 


the judge contemplated by the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 
We have all along been of opinion, as our readers are aware, that 
the additional judge in chancery is urgently needed, and that his 
appointment would not involve any additional charge on the 
revenue ; but, however this may be, it must be clear that it wil] 
be impossible to meet the additional business of the Railway 
Commission, increased as that business will be by the extension of 
their powers, without either an addition to the existing staff of 
judges or a serious aggravation of the block already affecting all 
the divisions of the High Court. That this was until recently 
recognised by the Government is clear from the history of the 
Act itself. When the Bill was introduced last year it provided 
for the appointment of three commissioners, one of whom was to 
be a competent lawyer, and was to preside at ordinary sittings of 
the commission under the title of Chief Commissioner. There 
were to be, besides, three ‘‘ Hz-officio Commissioners,” one taken 
from the superior courts in each of the three divisions of the 
kingdom, who were to attend ‘‘ when desired,” each within his 
own jurisdiction. It was supposed that they would not often be 
required to act, and that no great demand upon the time of the 
judges would be caused. The House of Lords, on the motion of 

rd Gurwrnorrr, struck out the provision for the Chief Commis. 
sioner, in order that the judges might always be required. In 
the debate on this occasion the Lord Chancellor objected that 
there were not judges enough to do all the work as it was, and 
that, if the Chief Commissioner was dispensed with, it would 
be necessary to add a judge in his stead. Thereupon a clause was 
introduced to the effect that, in consequence of the extra burden 
imposed by the Act upon the High Court of Justice in England, 
an extra judge of that court should be appointed, Lord Saxissvry 
remarking that it was merely a question for the House of Commons 
whether they would have ‘‘a three thousand pounds lawyer or a 
five rnd: | pounds lawyer.” The Bill was introduced this year 
in that shape, but for some unexplained reason it was altered, at 
the instance of the Government, by making the appointment of the 
extra judge dependent upon an address of both Houses of Parlia- 
ment; but no one imagined that the alteration was more than 
formal. It cannot be supposed that the strain upon the time of 
the judges will be less next year than it would have been last 
year, and we cannot think that the House of Commons, which 
passed the clause in question without objection, would entertain 
any opposition to its being acted upon. It must, moreover, be 
assumed that the Government are still of opinion that an additional 
judge is wanted in the Chancery Division, and, although they may 
not think it advisable to incur the opposition with which their 
proposed motion for that purpose was threatened, they could 
obviously, to a certain extent, meet the requirement by appointing 
to that division the new judge under the Railway Act, 
whose spare time, though not likely to be so great in the future 
as it would have been in the past, would still be probably sufficient 
to relieve to a considerable extent the present serious block in the 
business. From every point of view it would appear that the 
abandonment of the intention to appoint this judge would be most 
disastrous to the public interest. 





Tue question, whether the right of appeal is excluded through 
the appeal being from the judgment of the High Court in a 
‘‘ criminal cause or matter,” within section 47 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, has been considered by the Court of Appeal on at least 
three occasions during the past legal year. In Hx parte Bell-Cox 
(36 W. R. 209, 20 Q. B. D. 1) a clergyman had been arrested 
under a writ de contumace capiendo for disobedience to a monition 
to discontinue certain illegal practices, and the Queen’s Bench 
Division had granted a writ of habeas corpus, against which 
decision the promoter of the suit appealed. It was strongly urged 
that, though there might have been a right of appeal against the 
refusal of a writ of habeas carpus, there could be no appeal against 
an order granting such a writ, but the court held that the right 
of appeal was the same in either case, and Bowey, L.J., observed 
that there was nothing in the exceptions contained in section 47 
of the Judicature Act, 1873, which extended toa writ of habeas 
corpus in an ecclesiastical suit, dnd that the refusal of the right to 
appeal in such cases would be prejudicial to the liberty of the sub- 
ject. In Hx parte Woodhall (36 W. R. 655, 20 Q. B. D. 832) the 
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from the refusal of the Queen’s Bench Division to grant @ rule nisi 
for a writ of habeas corpus in the case of a person committed to 
prison under section 10 of the Extradition Act, 1870. Reliance 
was placed upon Ex parte Bell-Cox as shewing that sn application 
for a writ of habeas corpus is merely collateral to, and is not made 
in the course of, a criminal proceeding, and it was further con- 
tended that the words “criminal cause or matter” were not 
spplicable to a case which was to be tried criminally in a foreign 
country, but the court refused to hear the appeal. The Master of 
the Rolls remarked that the present question had been left unde- 
cided in Reg. v. Weil (31 W. R. 60, 9 Q. B. D. 701), and he 
referred to his own observations in Reg. v. Fletcher (25 W. R. 34, 
2Q. B. D. 43), to the effect that the exception in the section 
applied to ‘‘ any decision of the High Court by way of judgment in 
any criminal cause or matter.” Applying that test, the Queen’s 
Bench Division had in the present case given a decision by way of 
judicial determination of a question raised in proceedings the sub- 
ject-matter of which was criminal. He added that the quertion 
whether there was jurisdiction to hear an appeal in a habeas corpus 
case depended upon the question whether the subject-matter was 
criminal. Liyptey, L.J., pointed out that the sole object of 
the application was to relieve the accused from prosecution 
on a criminal charge, and Bowen, L.J., said that it was no less a 
criminal matter, even if it hai not its inception in the High Court. 
The latest case of all is Re Grayston and Re Wall (ante, p. 693). 
Grayston, a solicitor, had been suspended from practice for two 
years for allowing Wall, who was an unqualified person, to carry 
on proceedings in his name, and the latter had been committed for 
three months’ imprisonment for having, though an unqualified 
person, acted as a solicitor. The Court of Appeal refused to hear 
an appeal by Wall against this decision, holding that it was a 
criminal matter or proceeding, on the authority of Osborne v. 
Milman (35 W. R. 397, 18 Q. B. D. 471), where a person 
imprisoned under a conviction for acting as a solicitor, though not 
duly qualified, was held to be a criminal prisoner within the mean- 
ing of the Prisons Acts, and not entitled to be treated as a first 
class misdemeanant. The right of appeal in criminal proceedings 
has also been considered by the Court of Appeal in Ireland in two 
recent cases under the provision of the corresponding section (50) 
of the Judicature (Ireland) Act, 1877. In In re Keller (22 L. R. 
Ir. 158) it was held that an appeal lay against a refusal to grant a 
writ of habeas corpus, but in Brosman v. Roche (22 L. R. Ir. 
334) the court refused to hear an ap against the refusal of a 
mandamus to justices to state a case for their opinion, and also 
laid down the general principle that there can be no right of appeal 
in a criminal case except for error on the record. 








ON THE DURATION OF POWERS AND TRUSTS FOR 
SALE. 
II. 
Powrrs or Sate (continued). 

General powers of sale have been supported : 

(1) Where the property was settled in undivided shares and the 
context shewed that the power of sale was to be exercised only so 
long as some share remained settled. 


(2) Where the power was annexed to an estate in fee in posses- | parts 


sion or in remainder after a life estate. 

Examples of a general power of sale contained in a settlement of 
property in undivided shares being upheld. 

In Re Brown’s Settlement (10 Eq. 349), by the joint effect of a 
settlement and of an appointment made in pursuance of a power 
contained in it, land vested in trustees in fee was settled, subject 
to life estates, as to four-fifths in trust for B., C., D., and E., in 
fee, and, as to the remaining fifth, in trust for F., with remainder 
to several persons as tenants in common in fee. After the death of 
both of the tenants for life, it was held that a general power of 
sale given to the trustees was exercisable at a time when B., C., 
D., E., and F. were all living. 

In Taite v. Swinstead (26 Beav. 525) an estate was devised to 
trustees in fee in trust for several persons in fifth shares, some of 
which were given to living persons absolutely, and others to pe 
persons for life, with remainder to their children in fee. A gen 


held that the power could be exercised s0 long as the trusts of any 
Po eee 

t should, per! rf) the of the 
rule under discussion, limitations or trusts cocatall the exercise 
of a special power contained in the settlement must be considered 
Ea “tar been created by the settlement itself: Re Brown (10 

. 349). 

In Boyce v. Hanning (2 Cr. & J. 334), where the pro was 
settled on A. for life, with remainder, subject to his wife’s jointure, 
on his children in fee, and the trustees had a power of sale exer- 
cisable with the consent of A. and his wife, or the survivor of 
them, and, after the death of the survivor, at the discretion of the 
trustees, it was held that the power was exercisable with the 
power consents during the lifetime of the tenant for life. 

In Re Henzell (W. N., 1887, p. 240), Kay, J., decided that 
& power in very similar form was exercisable within a reasonable 
time after the death of the tenant for life ‘‘ for division.” 

Powers annexed to an estate in fee.—There is another class of 
cases which presents some difficulty—namely, where the power 
appears to be exercisable during the existence of estates in fee, 
either in possession or in remainder after a life estate. 

Powers of this nature may be divided into three classes — 

First, where the power is given expressly for the purpose of 
division, asin Peters v. Lewes and East Grinstead Railway Oo. (18 
Ch. D. 429). In that case Jessel, M.R., was of opinion, though it 
was unnecessary to decide, that a general power of sale “ for the 
purpose of division” was valid in its inception, and that it could 
be exercised within a “reasonable” time (see also Bragg v. 
Ryland, 7 Mee. & Wels. 59, where a power for the purpose of 
division was admitted to be good without argument, and Re 
Henzell, Holgate v. Humphris, W. N., 1887, p. 240). It must be 
remembered that a power of this nature may be destroyed by the 
beneficiaries, while sui juris, electing to take the property in its 
unconverted state. The question what amounts to such election 
will be discussed in a subsequent article. 

Secondly, it may appear, on the construction of the settlement, 
that the intention was to retain the pro in an undivided state, 
and that the object of the power was for the better management 
of the property, as in Re Cotton’s Trustees and the School Board 
Sor London (19 Ch. D. 624). A power of this nature is valid in 
its inception if, and only if, it is expressly restricted so as not to 
be obnoxious to the rule against perpetuities. 

Thirdly, if the power is not of either of the descriptions above 
mentioned, it appears to be void, as relates to the estates in fee at 
least: Taite v. Swinstead (26 Beav. 525). 

Power of sale in settlement of property in undivided shares ex- 
pressly limited in dwration.—An example of a power of sale in a 
settlement of this nature being expressly made exercisable during 
the continuance of the settlement will be found in Trower v. 
Knightley (6 Mad. 134), where there was a devise to trustees on 
trust, as to one moiety to A. for life, with romainder to her 
children at twenty-one, and as to the other moiety to B. for life, 
with remainder to her children at twenty-one, and a power of sale 
was given to the trustees “‘ during the continuance of the trust.” 
It was held that the power could be exercised over the whole 
estate so long as the trusts of one share remained to be performed. 
In Wood v. White (4 My. & Cr. 460) the power was made 
exercisable ‘during the continuance of the trusts” “over such 
of the land . . . as should be subject to such continuing 
trusts.” Some of the shares had vested in owners in fee. It was 
held that the power could not be exercised over them, but that it 
could be exercised over two shares the trusts of which were con- 


tinuing. 


& 
Exercise within the period allowed by rule against uities 
of power essly offending against the rule.—There is a further 
uestion, which requires careful consideration. Suppose that the 


uration of a power is stated expressly, and offends against the 
rule as to tuities, can an exercise of the power within the 

riod mod by the rule be supported? In Wood v. White (4 
y- & Cr. 460) Cottenham, C., was of opinion that this was 
the case (see p. 482), but the point did not require decision. It is 
pointed out in Professor Gray’s Rule against ties, s. 482, 
that “‘ This idea seems to have sprung from the feeling that the 
powers of sale and leasing usual in settlements must be supported, 
and could only be supported, in this manner, it not yet being clearly 





power of sale over the whole was given to the trustees. It was 


apprehended that such powers were wholly unobjectionable because 
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destructible.” In Ware v Polhill (11 Ves., at p. 283) (where the 
power was general in form, and would probably at the pee day 
not be considered as too remote) Eldon, C., said that if a power 
was bad to the extent to which it was given you could not model 
it to make it good. In other words, he was of opinion that if the 
power offended against the rules as to perpetuity every exercise of 
the power would be bad. (See also Ferrand v. Wilson, 4 Hare, 
344.) The question cannot arise as to general powers at the 
present day, as itis now settled that the powers are necessarily 
restricted so as to fit the limitations or trusts of the settlement. 
We have been unable to find any case where the question has 
arisen as to a power of sale; but there is no doubt that if it ever 
arises it will be decided in conformity with Lord Eldon’s opinion, 
that no exercise of a power bad in its creation, as offending against 
the rules as to perpetuity, can be supported. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR, 
NATIONAL DEBT CONVERSION. 
51 Vict. c, 2.—NATIONAL DEBT (CONVERSION) Act, 1888. 
[This Act will be found fully discussed ante, p. 349]. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION. 
51 Vict. ¢. 3.—STATUTE LAW REVISION Act, 1888, 


For the present year this Act is chiefly taken up with the erasure of 
unnecessary words of enactment in the whole series of statutes from 
the earliest times down to 4 Geo. 4. The preamble sets out that 
whereas in numerous statutes the expression, ‘‘ be it further enacted 
by the authority aforesaid,” or similar expressions of enactment, are 
frequently repeated, it is expedient, with a view to the revision of 
the statute law, and particularly to the improvement of the Revised 
Edition of the Statutes, to re these superfluous expressions. 
Accordingly, Part I. of the schedule consists of sixty-six pages filled 
with a list of the statutes in which this change is made, and, of 
course, the exact position of the repealed words in every case has to 
be denoted. The labour of compiling this must have been very great, 
and we trust that a.commensurate diminution will be effected in the 
length of the Revised Statutes. We are surprised, however, that the 
length of this particular Act was not shortened by the more frequent 
use of numerals. In some cases the change affects Acts with over a 
hundred sections, and the references to these are given in full without 
any attempt to gain the neatness, clearness, and brevity which the 
use of numerals would have afforded. 

Part II. of the schedule consists of the Acts which have been 
repealed, either wholly or in part, in the usual way, but it does not 
contain any changes of much interest. 4 W. & M. c. 18, with regard 
to the ‘‘more easie reversal of outlaries,” has become unnecessary 
owing to the new Crown Office Rules, For the same reason it has 
become possible to repeal 5 & 6 W. & M. c. 11, which regulated writs 
of certiorari for removing proceedings from quarter sessions into the 
Queen’s Bench Division; 8 & 9 Will. 3, c. 33, which made the former 
Act perpetual ; and the still unrepealed part of 13 Geo. 2, c. 18, which 
limited the time for obtaining such writs. At the same time the old 
summary process (5 & 6 W. & M. cc. 11, s. 5) for removing by 
certiorari indictments for the non-repair of highways and bridges is 
retained. The repeal of the words in 7 & 8 Will 3, c. 33, an Act for 

ting trials in cases of treason, which forbade the names of wit- 
nesses to be delivered to the accused, had already been effected in 
proeiies by 7 Anne, c. 21, an Act for improving the union of the two 
ingdoms. This in turn is now partly repealed, a circumstance which 
at first sight looks suspicious, but upon examination it is found that 
the repealed words only refer to Jacobite troubles which were 
anticipated to arise upon the death of Queen Anne. The partial 
re of 10 Will. 3, c. 23, an Act for suppressing lotteries, merely 
to the recovery and application of penalties which had been 
already regulated by 46 Geo. 3, c, 148, 8. 59. Several Acts still con- 
tain the punishment of death without benefit of clergy, This is now 
removed from 1 Geo. 1, st. 2, c. 5, in the case of rioters not dispersing 
after proclamation ; from 25 Geo, 2, c. 37, s. 9, in the case of those 
who rescue condemned murderers; from 37 Geo. 3, c: 70, 8, 1, in the 
case of those who seduce soldiers or sailors from their duty and incite 
to mutiny; and from 52 Geo. 3, ¢. 104, in the case of those who 
administer unlawful oaths. The punishment of the pillory, long 
obsolete in practice, vanishes now from the Statute Book with the 
repeal of 56 Geo. 3, c. 138, only just enough being retained to secure 
the continuance of the other punishments which were by this Act 
allowed as alternatives. 


One other point is dealt with, and that relates to ings in 


outlawry in courts of assize, oyer and terminer, and gaol delivery, ang \ 





elsewhere. Where the outlawry is effected in the Crown Office of the 

Court of Justice it is already provided for by the Crown Office 

of 1886. ‘The Lord Chancellor is now empowered to extend 
these rules, so far as they relate to peassodings in outlawry, to pro- 
ceedings in the courts named above, with such modifications as shall 
seem to him expedient. When this has been done various statutes 
dealing with outlawry will become obsolete, and are to be repealed 
from the date of such order of the Lord Chancellor coming into 
operation. A list of these is given in Part III. of the schedule. The 
1st section of the Act contains the usual saving clauses as to the 
effect of the repeals effected thereby, and no material variation has 
been made from those of last year. 


STAMP AND SUCCESSION DUTIES. 
51 Vicr. c. 8.—CusToMs AND INLAND REVENUE AcrT, 1888, 


The leading alterations effected by this Act, so far as they affect 
the practice of solicitors, were fully and ey. disc while 
the Bill was before Parliament, but it may be to give a con- 
nected summary of the new provisions. 

Section 11 imposes an ad valorem stamp duty of 2s. on every £100 
of nominal capital to be raised by shares of a new limited company, 
and on every £100 of increased capital to be raised by any existing 
limited company. The stamp is charged upon a statement of 
nominal capital or increased capital, as the case may be, which is 
required to be delivered to the Renistear of Joint 8 -Companies. 

tion 12 provides for an ad valorem duty of 6d. for every £50 of 
nominal amount, on the first transfer by delivery in the United 
Kingdom or after the Ist of July last and during the present 
year, of any foreign or colonial share certificates or bonds or other 
securities for money which are transferable by delivery ; and a like 
duty on the first transfer by delivery of any such document in any 
succeeding year. This duty is to be denoted by special adhesive 
stamps, and a penalty of £20 is imposed on every transferor or broker 
who delivers, or is concerned in delivering, any unstamped instru- 


ment. 

The duty on the travsfer of any foreign or colonial regi 
mortgage, Fo debenture, or covenant (being a marketable security, 
and not transferable by delivery) is raised, by section 13, in the case 
of such transfer upon a sale, to the ad valorem duty on a conveyance, 
and in other cases (not being a mortgage) to 10s. These duties must 
be denoted 7 impressed stamps (see the notice of the commissioners, 
ante, p. 471). 

With regard to foreign bonds, &c., the provisions of section 11 of 
the Stamp Act, 1870, should be borne in mind. That section provides 
that where an instrument is chargeable with ad valorem duty in t 
of any money in any foreign or colonial currency, such duty s be 
calculated on the value of such money in British currency according 
to the current rate of exchange on the day of the date of the instru- 


ment. 
Section 14 alters the stamp duty payable on sertanate of stock er 
marketable securities ; if the mortgage is under hand only the duty 
is 6d., which may be denoted by an adhesive postage stamp (see 
Commissioners’ notice ante, p. 471), if by deed then the duty is the 
ad valorem duty on mortgages. 

By section 15 the ad valorem duty payable upon an equitable 
mort effected by agreement or memorandum under hand only is 
chan; to 1s. per cent. on the amount secured, and the opportunity 
is taken to alter the definition of such a mortgage, so as clearly to 
include every memorandum of deposit. It will be remembered that 
— 105 of the Stamp Act, 1870, defines °) ee iS ie 

uding ‘‘any agreement . . . accompanied with a it o 
title deeds for making a mortgage . . . of any lands, estate, or 
property comprised in such title deeds, or for pledging or charging 
the same as such security.”” The present section defines the instru- 
ment in respect of which duty is to be payable as ‘‘an agreement or 
memorandum under hand only relating to the deposit of any title 
deeds or instruments constituting or being evidence of the title to 
any property whatever (other than stock or marketable security) or 
creating & oe on such property.” 

Sub-section (2) of the section now under consideration is likely to 
occasion & deal of trouble to bankers with whom title deeds 
are deposited to secure an account current. The security will, under 
section 107 of the Stamp Act, 1870, be available for such an amount 
only as the ad valorem duty impressed on the memorandum extends 
to cover, but by the present Act it is provided that, as soon as any 
advance is made in excess of the amount covered by the i 
duty, the memorandum of it ‘‘shall, for the purposes of the 
stamp duty, be deemed to a new and separate agreement or 
memorandum ing date on/the day om which” such advance in 
excess is made. The effect of this is to render the mortgagee liable 
to the penalties for non- iapoent by section TS [eee Se 
schedule to the Act, tit. “m acy 8 ither, , therefore, the 


. 





memorandum of deposit will have to be originally stamped for such 
possible Seerdiats, or the banker 
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will have to watch the current account from day to day, and when- 
ever the amount of overdraft exceeds the stamp originally impressed, 
will have to call on the customer to restamp the memorandum ; and 
so from time to time, for the provision applies whenever “any 
advance” is made in excess of the stamp. 

Sections 16 and 17 impose on brokers’ contract notes advising the 
sale or purchase of any stock, &c., of the value of £100 or upwards 
a duty of sixpence. 

By section 18 the time for stamping instruments under the heads 
of “Bond, covenant,” &c., ‘‘Conveyance on sale,” ‘‘ Lease,” 
“ Mortgage,” &c., and ‘‘ Settlement,” after execution with the 
proper duty, is limited to thirty days instead of two months, and, in 
addition to the penalty of £10 already payable on stamping under 
section 15 of the Stamp Act of 1870, a further personal penalty of 
£10 is imposed, together with an additional penalty equal to the 
amount of the stamp duty, unless a reasonable excuse for the delay 
is afforded. It will, therefore, be seen that on stamping upon pro- 
duction as evidence in court of any instrument executed after the 
16th of May last, the duty on which is, say, £5, the following sums 
will be payable :— 


£8. 4. 

Penalty under Act of 1888. ‘ . ; ; 10 0 0 
Additional ty under ditto . : : . 5 0 0 
Penalty under Act of 1870 ‘ ‘ i : 10 0 0 
Unpaid duty % ° ° ; F . ° 5 0 0 
Sum payable to 6fficer of court. . . ‘ 100 
£31 0 0 


or, in other words, if payment of the duty of £5 is omitted, more 
than six times the amount will have to be paid before the instrument 
can be admitted in evidence. Some doubt was expressed, when the 
Bill was before Parliament, whether we were right in supposing that 
all these cumulative penalties would be payable, but if reference is 
made to the notice issued by the board (ante, p. 472) it will be seen 
that this is the intention. 

By sub-section (2) of this section the period within which the com- 
missioners may remit the penalties is restricted to three, instead of 
twelve, months. 

ae gays on whom the penalties are to fall are specified in the 
schedule to the Act. In the case of every instrument except a settle- 
ment the person made liable is the person taking the benefit of the 
instrument—e.g., in the case of a covenant, the covenantee; in the 
case of a conveyance on sale, the vendee, &c.—but in the case of a 
settlement the penalties are imposed on the settlor. 

Section 19 marks a new departure in the law of stamp duties—an 
instrument — made practically invalid—not merely inadmissible 
in evidence—unless duly stamped. By this section an assignee of a 
life — and his executors, administrators, or assigns, are incapaci- 
tated from suing for the moneys thereby assured, or giving a valid 
discharge for the same, unless the assignment is duly stamped, and 
& penalty equal to > amount of the duty and penalty payable on 
stamping is imposed on any company or person paying in contra- 
vention er the above provi i It should be = oe that this pro- 
vision is not expressly confined to assignments of policies executed 
after the commencement of the Act; we presume, however, that it 
will not be retrospective 

The provision as to conditions of sale was so often referred to 
in these columns during the passing of the measure through Parlia- 
ment that it will be sufficient to say here that it renders void (1) 
every condition of sale framed with the view of precluding objection 
or requisition upon the ground of absence or insufficiency of stam 
_— any instrument executed after the possing of the Act (16th of 

ay, 1888); and (2) every contract for assuming the liability on 
account of absence or insufficiency of a any such 
instrument or indemnifying against such liability, absence, or 
insufficiency. The ordinary condition of sale relating to unstamped 
or insufficiently stamped documents will, of course, continue to be 
used, but it will be prudent to restrict it to ‘‘ documents executed 
before the passing of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888.” 

_ Part 4 of the Act relates to succession duty. Section 21 a) 
imposes additional duties, in respect of successions under section 1 
of the Act of 1853, upon the death of any person dying on or after 
the ist of July, 1888—viz., where the successor is the lineal issue or 
ancestor of the predecessor, a duty of 10s. cent. upon the value 
of the succession, and in other cases an iti duty of 30s. per 
cent. on such value ; but the additional duty is not os in t 
of leaseholds passing to the successor by will or devolution b: -_ 
> _ property included in an administration account under the Act 
of 1881. 

Sub-section 2 of this section abolishes the charge of legacy duty on 
legacies char, on the real estate of # person dying after the Ist of 
July last, and imposes, in lieu thereof, succession duty under the Act 
< — together with the additional succession duty above men- 

med, 


The mode of payment of succession duty upon a succession after 








P | sequent space of seven years. 





the 1st of July last is regulated by section 22, An option is given to 
the successor to pay either (1) by eight half-yearly instalments, as 
hitherto, or (2) by two equal moieties: the first moiety to be payable 
by four equal yearly instalments, and the first of such instalments to 
be payable at the end of a year after the successor “shall have become 
entitled to the beneficial enjoyment of the real property in respect 
whereof the same shall be payable.” The second moiety is to become due 
on the day for payment of the fourth instalment of the first moiety, but 
the payment may be spread over four years subject to the — by 
the successor of interest at four per cent. per annum on the amount 
——- unpaid. In case the successor avails himself of the above- 
mentioned option, —— is made for discount on oa in 
advance, and if he dies before all the duty and interest has paid 
it is provided that (a) if he was competent to di by will of a con- 
tinuing interest in the property in respect of which the uty is payable, 
then the unpaid duty is to be a continuin on such interest in 
exoneration of his other property ; and (b) ifhe was not so competent, 
then the unpaid duty is to be a debt to the Crown payable out of his 
estate at the same times and in the same manner as if the successor 
‘had not died.” But if the successor dies before the last instalment 
of the first moiety has become due, then ‘‘the debt shall be reduced 
by so much as would have ceased to be payable if the duty had been 
payable by eight half-yearly instalments under section 21 of the Suc- 
cession Duty Act, 1853.” This provision appears to apply only to 
case (b) above mentioned. 
COUNTY ELECTORS. 
51 Vict. o. 10.—County ExEcrors Act, 1888, 
[This Act will be found fully discussed ante, p. 501.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING. 
51 Vict. c, 12,—ELEctTric LicHTING Act, 1888. 

This is a short Act of five sectiens only, amending in certain 
respects the Act of 1882, but without interfering otherwise with its 
general outline. Of the two methods of authorising electric lighting, 
that by licence, and that by isi order, the former only 
necessarily depended upon the consent of the local authority. This is 
required by section 3, sub-section (1), of the Act of 1882. Section 4 of 
that Act, on the other hand, Bers y eye with such consent in 
the case of a provisional order, th it requires notice of the 
application to be served on the local authority in order that they may 





have the opportunity of opposing it. This is now al: section 
1 of the caeatieg Act, which provides that no th order 
the Board of without the t of the 


shall be ted by 

local authori , unless, in the case of this being refused, the Board of 
Trade are of opinion that for special reasons it ought to be dispe 
with. Where this is done they are to make a special report, ere 
the grounds for their action. The section then goes on to 

that the grant of a licence or provisional order to any undertakers 
shall not prevent a similar t to ahy other company or person. 
This ap to be aimed at the practice of exclusive grants whith 
has so tar revailed, rather than intended to repeal any express pro- 
vision of the Act of 1882. 

The next point dealt with relates to the com ry purchase of 
electric lighting undertakings. Section 27 of the original Act is 
repealed, and is re-enacted in substantially the same words, but with 
some important alterations. The time when such can be 
made is extended from rs pas Ss to forty-two years. Under the 
former Act, where the local authority did not avail themselves of this 
period they were then allowed to purchase at the end of any sub- 

This is now altered to ten years. 
Moreover, the alternative shorter periods which were to be mentioned 
in the application for a provisional order are now to be specified in 
the provisional order itself. The general fe pnp as to valuing the 
works remain the same, except that atten is now to be also given 
‘*to the circumstance that they are in such a position as to be ready 
for immediate working.” Moreover, by section 3 the Board of Trade 
may insert in any provisional order any other agreement for sale 
which may have been made between the local authority and the 
undertakers. 4 ; 

Section 4 contains certain restrictions upon the placing of electric 
lines intended to be used for the purpose of supplying electricity. 
Where these are ‘‘laid down or in, over, along, across, or 
under any street,” the Board of Trade is empowered to see that they 
are continued and used in such a manner as not to interfere with the 
public safety, or with the electric lines of the Postmaster-General, 
or with other electric lines a placed in any position and used 
for telegraphic communication. It will thus be seen that the control 
only extends to lines used for supplying electricity, and the pr 
ee 0 Se ee ee ee sion Ww is 
also applicable to telephone . We have pointed out the 
necessity of placing these latter under control Cente, p. 268), but for the 

t they seem to have escaped any such salutary legislation. 
‘Section 5 provides that this Act and the Act of 1882 shall be read 


together. 


i 
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REVIEWS. 


PARLIAMENTARY AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
REGISTRATION. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT REGISTRATION 
MANUAL: BEING A PRACTICAL GUIDE TO THE REGISTRATION OF 
VoTeRS AND THE CourTS OF THE REVISING BARRISTERS. By 
M. Murr Mackenzie, B.A, and 8. G. Jivsurneton, M.A., B.C.L., 
Barristers-at-Law. Shaw & Sons. 


The object of the authors, as stated in the preface, is to make this 
book ‘‘at once a complete digest of registration law and a 
handy book of registration practice’; and their work is accordingly 
divided into the two main heads of ‘‘ Qualifications” and ‘“‘ Registra- 
tion.” Under the first head the subject is treated under the divisions 
of County [Parliamentary] Voters ; { Parliamentary] Voters in Cities, 
Boroughs, and Universities ; Local Government Voters ; and ‘‘ Right 
to Vote as Affected by Personal Characteristics,” this head bein 
dealt with last, as being, to a great extent, common to bot 
Parliamentary and local government voters. The second head is 
divided into ‘‘ Pre tions for Revision,” uuder which the executive 
officials and their duties and claims and objections are discussed, and 
‘*Revision,” which includes the subjects of revising barristers, 
matters subsequent to revision, and appeals. The arrangement is 
convenient, and the matter in each of these general heads is: so care- 
fully sub-divided that if a fuller analysis of the contents had been 
prefixed to the book there would have been comparatively little 
need for reference to the index. We observe a tendency in modern 
law books to dispense with an elaborate table of contents; no doubt 
in many work such a table would be useless, but a good deal of the 
utility of the elaborate sections and sub-sections adopted by the 
authors of the present work seems to be lost for want of a complete 
analysis, either at the commencement of the book or at the head of 
each chapter. 

We are bound to say, however, that this is the only matter of form 
in which the authors have failed to consult their readers’ convenience. 
In other respects the book, as regards arrangement and form, is 
characterized by an anxious care to supply the fullest information in 
the most convenient. form, Thus the table of statutes is not a mere 
enumeration of the titles, chapters, and sections, but, in the case of 
the more important Acts, forms a kind of short analysis of their con- 
tents. We would suggest for the next edition the desirability of 
indicating by a different type the page at which each section is to be 
found set out in full. Again, the table of cases contains references to 
all the reports of every case, together with the date of its decision, 
and these dates are also given in the references to the cases in the 
footnotes throughout the book. The statutes, which are printed in 
full at the end of the book, have figures in the margin showing the 
page at which each section is discussed in the text, together with 
ootnotes stating the effect of repeals or amendments. 

With regard to the general contents of the book, the first portion 
contains a clear and well-arranged statement of the law relating to 
qualifications. The leading cases are stated with sufficient fulness 
to render reference to the reports unnecessary for the purposes of 
registration courts, and they are interwoven with the statutory pro- 
visious so as to form a connected exposition. The second part gives 
concisely the duties with regard to registration of each official—in 
the case of the overseers in form of # calendar. The law of claims 
and objections is carefully considered, and then the duties of revising 
barristers and the law relating to appeals are fully considered. The 
collection of statutes is very complete, and it is followed by an 
appendix of precepts and forms, including the precepts and forms for 
use in the present year. The provisions of the County Electors Act 
of the present session are given in the proper places in the text, and 
that statute is printed in full in the weselix. 





CORRESPONDENCE. 
BUILDING SOCIETY MORTGAGE. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I notice that a correspondent asks whether a building society 
mortgage can be transferred ? 

This is a point which has often been before me in actual practice, 
and although I cannot give an authority, I may, perhaps, mention 
the conclusion at which I have arrived, 

As a “building society’”’ mortgage, no transfer can be effectual, 
inasmuch as the contract ianjeste a special conditions which exist 
between the society and its members, and which obviously could not 
be applicable to an ordinary mort transaction. But the amount 


required to pay off or redeem can always be calculated, and I think 
that this amount may be treated as a mortgage debt, and can be 
one. together with a transfer of the security, in order to preserve 
priorities. 





But it is necessary to have the concurrence of the mortgagor, in 
order to fix the rate of interest, and the time and mode of payment 
of principal and interest. I _— some others of your readers may be 
able to throw light upon the subject H. F. A. D. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.| 


Sir,—T have seen the case referred to by ‘‘ A Subscriber ”—viz,, 
that of a building society mortgage being transferred, and, vide 44 & 
45 Vict. c. 41, s. 15, amended by 45 & 46 Vict. c. 39, s. 12, the form 
would be similar to that of an ordinary transfer, and if the mort- 
gagor joined in the deed he would covenant to pay all future sub- 
scriptions to the transferee in accordance with the rules of the 
we GLENDOWER. 

20th August. 





SCALE OF CHARGES FOR MORTGAGE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—Will one of your readers kindly say what is the scale of 
charges for the following ? :— 

A. purchased six plots of ground at £31 per plot, and grants build- 
ing leases to B. at £3 5s. per plot. 

A. and B. join in executing a movies to C. for £500. 

I am acting on behalf of A., B., and C. and negotiated the loan. 

The houses having been erected, the whole of the transactions will 
be completed at the same time. P. & M. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT, AUGUST, 1888. 
OrDER XXII, RuLE 17, 


1, Order XXII., Rule 17, of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 
is hereby annulled, and the following Rule shall stand in lieu 
thereof :— 

Cash under the control of or subject to the order of the Court may 
be invested in the following securities ; namely,— 

Two and Three-quarters per Cent. Consolidated Stock (to be called 
mt 7 5th of April, 1903, Two and a Half per Cent. Consolidated 

tock). 

- Consolidated Three Pounds per Cent. Annuities. 

Reduced Three Pounds per Cent. Annuities. 

Two Pounds Fifteen Shillings per Cent. Annuities. 

Two Pounds Ten Shillings per Cent. Annuities. 

Exchequer Bills. 

Bank Stock. 

India Three and a Half per Cent. Stock. 

India Three per Cent. Stock. 

Indian ranteed railway securities. 

Stocks of Colonial Governments guaranteed by the Imperial 
Government. 

Mortgage of freehold and copyhold estates respectively in England 
and Wales ; 
and also, under an order of a Judge in person, in the following 
securities; namely,— 

—e Consolidated Stock, Three Pounds Ten Shillings per 
nt. 

Three per Cent. Metropolitan Consolidated Stock. 

Debenture, preference, aranteed, or rentcharge stocks of 
railways in Great Britain or Ireland having for ten years next before 
the date of investment paid a dividend on ordinary stock or shares. 

Registered stocks or registered bonds issued under the Local Loans 
Act, 1875, provided in each case that such stocks or bonds shall not 
be liable to be redeemed within a period of fifteen years from the 
date of investment. 

Local Loans Stock under the National Debt and Local Loans Act, 
1887, 

The inscribed stock of any British colony, provided that such in- 
scribed stock shall not at the time of investment be quoted in the 
official list of the London Stock Exchange at a price below one 
hundred and five pounds sterling for every one hundred pounds of 
inscribed stock bearing interest at the rate of four per cent. per 
annum, or in the case of inscribed stock bearing interest at a lower 
rate than four per cent. per annum below the price proportionate 
to one hundred and five pounds sterling for one Candee pounds of 
inscribed stock at four per cent. per annum. 


ORDER XLV., Rute 10. 


2. ‘“‘ Any other person” in Order XLV., Rule 1, shall include a 
firm, any member of which is resident within the juriadiction, and a 





garnishee order may be made against any such firm in the name of 


the firm; and any appearance by any member then within the juris- 
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diction pursuant to any order made under this Rule shall be a suffi- 
cient appearance by the firm. 


OrpER XLVI., RULE 3a. 


3. Order XLVI., Rule 3, shall be construed and have effect as if 
the words ‘‘ dividends thereon” were substituted for the word 
“ money.” 

4. These Rules shall come into operation on the 24th of October, 
1888, and may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court, August, 
1888, or each rule may be cited according to the heading thereof, 
with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 

(Signed) Haussvry, C. 
CoLERIDGE, C.J. 
EsHErR, M.R. 
JAMES HANNEN, Pres. P.D. & A. 
Natn, Linpiey, LJ. 
Epw. Fry, L.J. 
C. E. Pottock, B. 
H. Manisty, J. 


August, 1888. 








CASES OF PREVIOUS WEEKS. 
COURT OF APPEAL. 
THE ARGENTINO—No 1, 9th August. 


Surprinc—Damace—Loss or Benericta, AGREEMENT TO OOLLECT AND 
Carry Carco. 


This was an appeal from the decision of the President of the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division nee 36 W. R. 814,13 P. D. 61). Messrs. 
Westcott & Lawrence, shipbrokers in London, collect cargo at Antwerp and 
London for conveyance to the Black Sea by two different routes, one ending 
at Batoum, and the other at Odessa. It was verbally arranged between them 
and the owners of Zhe Argentino that, as soon as she arrived and could 
be ready she should proceed to Antwerp to load fcr the Batoum route. 
The Argentino was, at the time of making this arrangement, at sea, and 
afew days afterwards she came into collision with the ship Gracie, both 
vessels being to blame. She consequently needed repairs which would 
take some considerable time, and therefore another vessel was by 
Messrs. Wescott & Lawrence to take the round which it had been intended 
that The Argentino should make. Sir James Hannen held that the loss of 
the profit which the owners of The Argentino would have made under the 
contract ought to be taken into account by the registrar and merchants 
in assessing the damages sustained by the owners of The Argentino in 
consequence of the collision. The owners of The Gracie 7" 

Tux Court (Linpiey and Bowen, L.JJ., Lord Esuer, M.R., dissenting) 
dismissed the appeal. Lord Esuer, M.R., read an elaborate written judg- 
ment in which, after discussing the authorities, he came to the conclusion 
that in this case the conditions as to remoteness of damage were not satis- 
fied. The loss of the engagement by Zhe Argentino was not the ordinary 
or direct or immediate souls of the collision. The claimed were, 
therefore, too remote. Bowen, L.J., read the as of Linpiey, L.J., 
and himself dismissing the appeal. He said that as to all wron acts 
the English law adopted the principle of restitutio in integrum as long as 
the 8 were not too remote. Damages were not too remote if they 
were uced immediately and naturally by the act complained of. A 
collision at sea was a more tort, and the natural consequence of such a 
collision was that the shipowner would for a time be deprived of the use 
of his vessel. It was usual, under such to give damages in 
— of demurrage for the time during which the vessel was laid up as 
well as for the actual repairs. Here there was an cngagement for The 
Argentino—it was not necessary that there should be an actual charter- 
party. There was evidence, therefore, to shew that but for the collision 
she would have been employed by Messrs. Westcott & Lawrence on this 
voyage. The loss, therefore, of her average and o on such 
& voyage was the direct and natural consequence of the collision, and they 
agreed with the President that such damages must be taken into account. 
—Counsst, Finlay, Q.0., Nelson, and Meager ; Sir W. Phillimore and H. F. 
Boyd. Soxrtcrtors, Lowless § Co. ; Downing ¢ Holman. 





HIGH COURT.—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
LEE v. SOAMES—Kekewich, J., 24th July. 

Vznpor AND Purcuaszr — Contract — Requisitions — Tims — Notices — 
REASONABLENESS—RESCIssioON—TRvusTBaE OF Luca Estare—Power or 
Sate—CounTER-cLAim—Spxciric PERroRMANCE. 

This action was brought by a purchaser against a vendor fora declara- 
fion that the contract had been validly rescinded, and for a return of the 
deposit money with interest. hook a gah ong been advertised as for 

Eby the diecction of tho def as the trustee of the will of a 
deceased testator, but the abstract disclosed no sufficient title in the 
vendor, who was only beneficially entitled to one-fourth of the Propert?: 
and was a bare trustee of the 1 estate with no power of sale. 6 
vendor counter-claimed for © performance. The other facts 
from the judgment. Hoggart v. Scott (1 Russ. & My. 293), Forrer v. Nash 
(14 W. R. 8, 35 Beav. 167), Brewer v. Broadwood (31 W. R. 115, 22 Oh. D. 
105), Wylson v. Dunn (35 W. R. 405, 34 Ch. D. 569), Green v. Sevin (28 
W. RB. Dig. 172, 13 Ch. D. 589), Reynolds v. Nelson (6 Madd. 18), Salisbury 


v. Hatcher (20 Yo. & Coll. 54), Hatten v. Russell (36 W. R. 317, 38 Oh. D. 
yp og a concurring 
EKEWICK, J., this was not a question of parties 
in the conveyance, but the question was Thether the trustee had an 
wer to sell at all. The purchaser had at first assumed that there had 
merely an omission from the abstract, and objected that no of 
sale had been shewn, but the blot was hit precisely by his requisition—a 
bare trustee of the legal estate with no power of sale. In August, 1887, 
the purchaser wrote that before he went on the beneficiaries must send a 
written ratification. That was a distinct intimation. The vendor, 
answer, declined to do more than get the beneficiaries to join in the con- 
veyance. That was wrong in law, and the purchaser might have rescinded 
== ee ee Gee nae ae he “ah 
urther the aries m a contract. That was perfectly 
= if by hee Ray stented and — done - wo 3 
me wo ve been s ot having got it, ar gene 
wrote on Tuesday, October 11, that unless he received it within - 
sent week he should seek to rescind that contract and Mey = 
eposit. e vendor ying t to a with- 
out prejudice he wall cline to "Stain the ratification. On 
November 8 the plaintiff wrote that as th been sen’ 
**the contract is now rescinded.’”” That he was entitled to do, mp 
regard to the previous notices, the time limited was reasonab! rule 
as to time in such cases was stated in Sugden’s Vendors and Purchasers 
(13th ed., p. 227) and in Green v. Sevin, at p. 600. That rule as- 
sumed that there was a contract. Where was the contract here between 
the real vendor and the purchaser? There was nothing but a contract 
between Mies Soames and the purchaser, and the rule, t 
apply at all to the present case. The plaintiff was entitled to the relief 
asked for, and the counter-claim must be dismissed, with costs.—Oounsg., 
Warmington, Q.O., and Ribton; Barber, Q.C., and Gatey. Soxtcrrors, 
G. J. Davis ; Gordon & Daldiac. 


e 





CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


In re LEOMINSTER AND BROMYARD RAILWAY O©0O.— 
Denman, J., 22nd August. 











Perrrion—Ratway Company—Sreciat Act—Companias Acts—Noricsz 10 
THE JUDGE. 


This was an application for leave to have ae towind up the company 
answered by a certain day. On behalf of the it was said that 
the court had jurisdiction by virtue of a s Act of Parliament, passed 
the 13th of August last, to wind up the company under the provisions of 
the Companies Acts. 

Denman, J., said that he wished it to be known by the bar oe jolene 
who sat in the Vacation had now no ber pers of Acts of P ent 
recently passed. An order had been whi rived the judges of 
notice of Acts of Parliament. Copies of Acts of Parliament were no 
— sent to the judges.—Oounsgt, Stallard. Soxtictrors, Bell, Stewards, 
§ May. 

In re PAPER FIBRE ©O.—Denman, J., 22nd August. 
Petrrion—Onzpitor—Smatt Dast—Carniacs or Orpen. 

This was a petition on behalf of a creditor to the amount of £22 16s. 
asking that the company might be wound up a . It was con- 
tended on behalf of creditors to the amount of £1,441 they should 
have the carriage of the order. 

Denman, J., said that he should make the usual order to wind up the 
company, with the usual order as to costs.—Oounsen, W. B. Kingsford ; 
Marten, Q.0., and C. James; R. F. Norton; G. Millar; H. BR. Williams, 
and H. Adams. Souictrors, Ingoldby § Co., for Chambers, West Kensington ; 
Curtis § Hilton, for Ridley & Chancellor, Dartford ; Burn ¢ Berridge. 

PLUCKROSE v. EDWARDS—Denman, J., 22nd August. 
Vacation Bustness—Summons—R., 8S. C., 1883, XXXVII., 1—Oosrs. 

In this case a summons was taken out on behalf cf the defendants, 
that the action, which was one for ic separa | of an 
agreement, might be dismissed with costs if the —— did not accept 

to court. It appeared 


an offer made Ret se peneagy eps a deposit 
that the action depended upon the construction put by the court upon the 


be we 2 oumees © Be Ng ——— in a letter. The 
e preliminary objection that the summons was an 
: on affidavit evidence. 


attempt to try an action for specific 
Refepanee wen mate 06 onl, 81, r. 1, of the Rules of Court, 1883. 
vacation and 








The Law Courts branch of the Bank of the business of which has 
hitherto been tem ly carried on in one of the large rooms on the ground 
floor of the Royal Courts of J near the Oarey-street entrance, is in 
course of removal to the large handsome block of buildings which 
have been erected for the purpose in Fleet-street, at the corner of Bell- 
zene, onl ee Od occupied by the famous old “‘ Cock 

avern.’’ The fixtures are now transferred to the new premises, 


i 


that the bank will be quite ready for business 


and it is 
end of October. 


by the time the Law Courts re-open at 
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Aug. 25, 1808. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
STUDENTS’ STATUTES OF THE SESSION. 


In addition to our usual discussion of the statutes of the session, we 
SS from time to time to briefly direct the attention of law students to 
such of the provisions of recent statutes as are likely to form the subject- 
matter for questions at forthcoming examinations. 


Coryricut (Musicat Compositions) Act, 1888 (51 Vicr. c. 17). 

Section 1.—Upon any action in respect of each and every unauthorised 
performance of any musical composition, the penalty or damages shall be 
such sum as the court shall deem reasonable, and a less sum than 40s., or 
a nominal penalty or nominal damages, may be awarded. 

Section 2 places the costs in the absolute discretion of the judge; and 
section 3 exempts from penalty or damages the proprietor or occupier of 
the place at which any such unauthorized performance takes place, unless 
he wilfully causes or permits such unauthorized representation or perform- 
ance, knowing it to be unauthorized. 

The Act does not apply to a performance of an opera or stage play in a 
theatre or other licensed place of public entertainment. 


Guzse Lanps Act, 1888 (51 Vict. 20). 

Section 2 enables the incumbent, after notice to the bishop of the dio- 
cese and the a to apply to the Land Commissioners to approve of the 
eale of the glebe Jands of the benefice. 

Section 3.—If no objection is raised by the bighop or patron, or, if 
raised, the commissioners consider it ought not to prevent a sale, the 
commissioners, on being satisfied that the sale will be for the permanent 
benefit of the benefice, may approve the sale, and the incumbent, with 
such — may sell: the commissioners are not to approve the sale of 
any lan ra ge by the parsonage house, or such part of the glebe land 
- they consider to be necessary for the convenient enjoyment of such 

ouse. 

Section 4.—Upon a sale the purchaser is to pay the purchase-money to 
the Land Commissioners. After payment of expenses of sale the Land 
Commissioners are to invest the residue in the securities mentioned in sub- 
section 2 (a), which includes the investments authorized by the Settled 
Land Act, 1882; also ‘‘ stock of any county or municipal borough in which 
trustees are by law authorised to invest either generally or whenever they 
have power to invest in railway debenture stock,” provided the population 
ex 100,000; also 2 (4) redemption of land tax, chief rents, &. ; 2 (c) 
= of any land adjacent to the parsonage for the benefit of the 

mefice and for the convenient enjoyment of such house. The invest- 
ments are to stand in the name of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners in the 
books of the body corporate, company, &c., but on a separate account ex 
parte the benefice. 

Section 5.—The commissioners are not to approve of sale (a) of any land 
subject to a lease originally created for more than twenty-one years ; 
(4) of any mines or minerals which are or may become of considerable 

ue, 

Section 6.—If the land proposed to be sold is subject to any mortgage, 
notice is to be given to the mortgagee of the pro e, who may 
object, and the commissioners are to be satisfied that he will not be dam- 
nified ; if the mortgagee is not paid off his rights attach on the purchase- 
money and substituted securities. 

Section 8.—Before approval the commissioners are to require that the 
land, or some part, be offered for sale in staall ls for cottages, &c., or 
to the sanitary authorities for the purposes of the Allotments Act, 1887. 
Notice of proposed sale is to be given to parishioners. 


Law or Distress AmEnpMENT Act, 1888 (51 Vier. c. 21), 


which comes into operation from the 31st of October, exempts from dis- 
tress the goods and chattels protected from seizure in execution under 
section 96 of the County Courts Act, 1846, unless the lease or interest of 
the tenant has expired and possession of the premises has been demanded 
seven days before the distress. 

Section 5.—The landlord can sell without any appraisement unless the 
tenant or owner of the goods, by writing, requires it. The expense of 
ne is to be borne by the tenant or owner. Removal to a 
public auction room may also be claimed, cost and expense of such 
neers and damage arising therefrom to be paid by the party 

uesting. 


ion 6.—The tenant may, by a request in writing and giving 
security Acad any additional cost, extend the time for replevin from five to 


ys. 

Section 7.—After the 3lst of October distress is only to be levied by a 
bailiff certificated in writing under the hand of the county court judge. 
If any person not holding a certificate shall levy a distress, he and the 
— authorizing him to levy shall be deemed to have committed a 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Joun Jamus Reynotps, solicitor, of Hereford, died on the 
17th inst., while travelling in Austria. Mr. Reynolds was born in 1825. 
He rerved his articles with the late Mr. Thomas Hardwicke, formerly 
deputy- of the Hereford County Court, and he was admitted a 
80 rin 1849. In 1851 he became high bailiff of the Hereford County 
Court (Circuit No. 27), and in 1860 he was uppointed by the late Judge 








Ccrbett to the +O of the court, which office he held until his 
dcath, although Mr. Joseph Carless, Y age had for eleven years been asso. 
ciated with him as joint registrar. He was also district registrar under 
the Judicature Acts, and he was for sixteen years clerk to the Hereford 
Turnpike Trust. He wasa magistrate for the city of Hereford, and a trus. 
tee of thecity charities. His death took place very suddenly, immediately 
after he had ascended Mount Schafberg. Mr. Reynolds leaves a widow 
and three children. At the Hereford Oounty Court on the 21st inst. 
Judge Rogers said :—I adjourned the court on my arrival here to-day in 
consequence of the melancholy news which reached us, and out of respect 
for the memory of one who, for twenty-eight years, fulfilled the office of 
high bailiff and registrar of this court. I am quite sure that all who 
knew the late Mr. Reynolds —— him, and, as far as this court is 
concerned, there is no doubt we have sustained a very heavy loss. Mr. 
Reynolds gave unremitting attention to the duties appertaining to the 
offices he freld. He was extremely careful in regard to all matters of 
business brought before him, and won the good feeling and good opinion, 
not only of the inhabitants, but of the public generally. There is no 
doubt we have sustained a very deep loss in his death. I hope these 
few words may be carried to his sorrowing family, and that they 
may know how deeply we appreciate the loss we have sustained, 
Mr. J. Gwynne James said: On behalf of the members of the Hereford- 
shire Law Society, and the other members of the profession to which 
I belong in this court, I should like to add a few words. I should just 
like to add a fact which was mentioned to me yesterday, and that is that 
Mr. Reynolds has been connected with this court from the day it was first 
formed up to the day of his death. Your Honour knew what Mr. Rey- 
nolds’ qualifications were as a business man, but we, who have known 
him longer and perhaps were more intimately acquainted with him than 

ou were, are, I am sure, better able to speak of his good qualities. He 

ad many friends. Those who had been connected with him in matters of 
business found him courteous and able. Always ready to give assist- 
ance where any was required, and always ready to hold his own when he 
felt that he was right, and no better evidence could be given of the satis- 
factory manner in which he discharged his duties in this court than the 
fact that the suitors and gentlemen practising here were always ready to 
have his assistance in the position of arbitrator or referee, because the 
knew that from him they were certain to get a judgment consistent wit 
common sense and that was honest. He had a cultivated mind and 
refined taste, had read much and carefully, was himself an author, and 
anyone who had read his works and poetical effusions could not help being 
struck with their high tone and standard. He was fond of art in all its 
branches, was something of a musician, was an ardent collector of 
curiosities and antiquities, especially those connected with his native 
county, but the most charming feature in his character was his simple, 
honest straightforwardness. His sole object was to do that which was 
right and kind, without any selfish object. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Henry Harpincs Samus, Cunynouame, barrister, who has been 
appointed Secretary to the Judges acting under the Special Commission 
Act, 1888, is the eldest son of Lieutenant-General Sir Arthur Thurlow 
Cunynghame, and was born in 1848. He was formerly a lieutenant in the 
Royal Engineers, and he subsequently graduated at St. John’s College, 
Cambridge. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in November, 
coe He has acted as an assistant endowed schools commissioner since 

884. 


Mr. Rozert Innes, solicitor, of Manchester and Staleybridge, has been 
—— a Commissioner to administer Affidavits in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature. 


Mr. James Epmunp Vincent, barrister, has been appointed an Assistant 
Commissioner to inquire into the Charitable Endowments of Wales. Mr. 
Vincent is the eldest son of the Rev. James Crawley Vincent, and was 
born in 1857. He was educated at Winchester and at Christ Church, 
Oxford, where he graduated third class in Classics in 1880. He was called 
to the bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1884, and he practises on the 
North Wales and Chester Circuit. 


Mr. Davip Lewss, barrister, has been appointed an Assistant Commissioner 
for inquiring into the Charitable Encowments of Wales. Mr. Lewis is the 
eldest son of Mr. John Lewis, of Swansea, and was born in 1849. He 
was educated at Caius College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1873, and he practises on the 
South Wales and Chester Circuit, and at the Glamorganshire sessions. 


Mr. Henry Bensamin Witi1am Hammonp, solicitor, of 5, Furnival’s-inn, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Ropent Gray Cornish Mowsray, barrister, M.P., has been 
appointed Assistant Private Secre to the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
Mr. Mowbray is the eldest son of Sir John Robert Mowbray, Bart., M.P., 
and was born in 1850. He was educated at Eton and at Balliol College, 
Oxford, where he graduated first class in Classics in 1872, and he was after- 
wards elected a Fellow of All Souls College. He was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple in May, 1876, and he is a member of the Oxford Circuit. 
Mr. Mowbray was secretary to the Stock Exchange Commission, and he 





has been M.P. for the Prestwich Division of Lancashire in the Oonserva- 
tive interest since July, 1886 


Mr. Pure Pesrcrvan Hurtcuins, barrister, O.8.1., who has been 
appointed a Member of the Council of the Governor-General of India, is 
the fourth son of Mr. William Hutchins, and was born in ‘1838. He was 
educated at Merchant Taylors’ School and at Haileybury College, and he has 
been a member of the 


Civil Service since 1857. He was for 
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SIMULTANEOUS PRINTIN 
ordered that the company be wound up. - 


Aug. 25, 1888. 
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yore eet of the h Court of Judicature at Madras, and hé 
<- mapanion of the Orde? of the Star of Tua #i 1687, 


ae Joun hows Wuarron, barrister, M.P., has been appointed a 
Boundary Commissioner under the Local Government Act, “A388. Mr. 
Wharton is the only son of Mr. John Thomas Wharton, ‘of ye 
Durham, and was born in 1837. He was educated at Eton and at rinity 
College, ‘Cambridge. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Hilary Term, 1862, and he formerly yo on the Northern Circuit. 
He was M.P. for ‘the city of Durham in the Conservative interest from 
1871 till 1874, and he was elected M.P. for the Ripon Division of the West 
of Yorkshire in July, 1886. . Wharton is a magistrate for the 
West Riding, and a magistrate, Gonty lieutenant, and chairman of 
quarter sess: ons for the county of Durham 


Mr. Geratp Botocna Srrickianp, “Ty who has been appointed 
Assistant Colonial Secretary at Malta, was educated at Trinity Be, 
Cambridge, where he graduated in the second class of the law a 
1887. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in November, 

Mr. Joun Jamas, solicitor, of Wirksworth, has been a) ted Clerk to 
the county magistrates at that place, in succession to the ite Mr. Joseph 
Francis Kingdon. Mr. James was admitted a solicitor in 1876. 


Mr. Danret Havers, solicitor, of Norwich, has been appointed a Oom- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 





GENERAL. 


According to Kemp's Mercantile Gazette, the number of failures in 
England «nd Wales —" during the week ending August 18 was 97 
The number in the corres week of last year was 106, shewing a 
decrease of 9, being a net ecreate in 1888, to date, of 3. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette—F2ipay, Aug. 17, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

RICAN EXCHANGE. IN Evrops, Lrmirgp.--Stirliog, J. a hes, an order dated 

= Aug its supcased Henry Newson Smith, 37, Walbrook, to cial liquidator. 

required, on or before Oct 1, to send T thas ramen and 

end pentiauians their debts or claims, to "the above. » Oct 26, at 12, is 
appointed for hearing and adj udiosting upon debts and 

Es) by an order dated Aug 10, ap- 
pa. official ies 


has fixed 
Aug 28, at 10.30, at Room 704, Royal Gunns for tL of an 


Tpeedan. 
official liquidator 
Co: Li1TgeD.—Petn for winding up, prese: ted 
Aug 9, directed to be heard before Nye J., on Wednesday, Aug 29. Tatham 
Co, Old Broad st, solors for - » 
AVENUE HOTEL (BRIGHTON), LIMITED ,J., has, by an order dated 
guly 31, appointed Francis Joseph Saffery, 14, 12 Old ewry chmbrs, to be official 


.—B an onder made by Onilty, 5. feted Jaly 3 
pany be wound up. Maples & dle rederick’s pl, 
Old Jewry, agents for Marlow & Co, Walsall, solors for 
MONTSERRAT AND ANTILLES Co, 


PRODUCE Lrrrep.—S8tir! by an order 

dated Aug 10, at 40, appointed Edward Parker Wilson, 11, Ol sdb brs, to be 

NoRTH Gadecama’ Estate Co, LuwiTep.—Denman, J., has fixed Tu ,Aus 28, 
at 12, at Room 704, Royal Courts, for appointment of an official liq: 

Co, Lia1TED.—Petn for winding up, presented Aug us I directed to 

be heard before Denman, J., on Wednesday, Aug 29. Colyer, yeh st, Strand, 


solor for petner 
SouTH — rien Surprine Co, LriwtTep.—Oreditors are osoquize’. om r before 
Oct 1, to their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
atte, to “Sidney Cronk, 42, Lombard st. y, Oct 30, at 12, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon aebee he claims 
WiLows Sze Co, LimrreD.—stirling, J. an order dated July 30, ap- 
pointed Henry Lewis, 2, Castle st, Merthyr Ty to be official liquidator 


COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANOERY. 
‘etn for winding up, presented A’ 


PHOTOPHANE 


CoppEN Miris Co, LuwiTED.—Petn 14, directed 


oven AT de aeoe Om, 2 748 3) tk ores | Testor MAA | 
CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or CLam. 
London Gasette.—FRipAyY, August 17, 
ANSTBY, ys. Grove lane, Camberwell, Grocer. Sept 10. Cooper & Co, 
Barrett, EDMUND, Southport, late Herbalist. Sept 15. Buck & Co, Southport 
Batters, RICHARD, York, Gent. Sept 24. Shaftoe, York 
Boox Ropgkt, East Dean, nr Chichester, Wood Dealer. Oct 2. Sowton, 
CaPPs, %, Campuses, Beeston next Mileham, Norfolk. Sept 15. Winter, Swaffham, 


Pemsensen, Bracknell, Bevts, Hoq. Sept 23, Robinson & Wilkins, 
cowns fi het Molesey, Auctioneer. Sept 18. Moon & Gilks, Lincoln’s 
Beneel Snow, Reading,Gent. Sept29, May, Reading; or Brain & Brain, 


Daviss, “ABIGAIL, Duke’s Town, Brecknock. Sept 22. Dauncey, Tredegar 
Daviss, Mary ANN SHAaw, Handsworth, Stafford. Oct13. Handley & Brown, 


Davams, ‘Taomas, Duke’s Town, Brecknock, Innkeeper. Sept 22. Dauncey, 
DERHAM, Santas, Chorley, Lancaster, Land Agent. Sept 1i. Charnley & Co, 
DICKINSON, NATHANIRL, Knottingley, York, Gent. Octi, Moxen, Pontefract 
Dorpez, THoMas SWEET, Plymouth, Bookseller. Sept 29. Greenway & Son, 
Drew, GEORGE, Chalford, Gloucester, Builder. Oct1. Little & Mills, Stroud 
Duncan, Davin, Glenholm, Penarth. Oct 3. Morris & Son, Cardiff 

Bram, (ns, Aer oe ap Hoste o8, MBeend. Sept 29. Taylor, New Broad st ; 


FROHMAIER, Y Og Ly ‘wee rd, South Kensington. Sept 14 
G. Sintome Ere gh ine Tings, Gloucester, t 17. di & 
“=f cllera, Chelsea math yahent gm 


GARTHWAITE, GEORGE, Harrogate, Gent. Septi. Brook & Co, Huddersfield 
Gray, Saran, York. Novi. Orumbie, York 
Hsia, Beet, Woodlands, Caterham, Gent. Sept 30. Cooper & Oo, Birchin 


Hatt, WALTER poverys, Husa Tufnell pk, Watch Manufacturer 
Sept 23. hobioson & eee ares pa ™ 
HALLETT, CAROLINE CLULOW, Macclest Oct Fd 4 rand, Macclesfield 


Hampton, WEEMS, Sumner st, Southwark. Sept15. Perrett, Queen Victoria st 
HsriTaGE, THoMAS, Bicester, Gent. Sept 29. Holmes-Whorwood, Bicester 
Huneen, Rassmne, Hornington, Stafford, Innkeeper, Oct 1. Drewry, Burton 
Lisren, Many Esnta, Middiesborough. Sept17. Draper, Stockton on Tees 
MELLOR, JOSEPH, Southport, Gent. Sept15. Buck & Oo, Southport 
Maneuitay z, Quamas, Eckington, Derby, Licensed Victualler. Sept 29. Wil- 
MILLER, ,- Se crescent, Hyde park, Esq. Oct 24, Oarter, 
New inn, Strand 
tana, Se ILLIAM, Manchester, Factory Operative. Sept 1. Rylance & Son, 
erg eore rng Sept 10. Chamberlain, Llandudno 

ILLIAM RICHARD, Kirton, Lincoln, Draper. October1. Millington & 

tmpron, om heaton, Linco 

Paurinay CTOR MaRIz, Angers, France, Gent. Oct. 1. Herbelet, Chancery 
PHILLiPs, HENRY, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler. Sept 1. Yorath, Cardiff 
PHILLIPS, WILLIAM, Salford, Farmer. Oct. 3i. Kilby & Mace, Ohipping Norton 
RexEs, Morgan, Duke’s Town, Brecknock, Innkeeper, Sept 2%. Dauncey, 


RoBeERtTs, WILLIAM, Bradford, Licensed Victualler. Oct5. Standring & Taylor, 
Romypress, Joun, Wooler, Northumberland, Farmer. Sept 30. Maclagen, 


Watson, WILLIAM Henry, Leeds, Chemist. Oct26. Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
WESTBEECH, Maneame © ist Badtord row villa, Queen’s rd, Buckhurst hill, 
Oct 14. Sot st, ‘ord row 


YEOMAN, F'REDERIC, . Sept4, Burch, Canterbury 








INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS AND io... 





to be heard before thi uu io the Chancellor at 9, Cook verpool, on 
 Tuceday, sar in & Co, ; for ae srranees Rewaeae Les ve Tn aE West: 
OUSEHOLD 
resented A ug 14, directed to be heard befor Francis Willis iis Taylor, 9, Cook - cnineter r (iiatab. ab. 1816), who Ft PL J 
verpool, on Tuesday, Aug ore hom & aa. for petner STAMMERERS AND } read ile, book by 4. B. Brastzy, 
FRIEN SOCLETY. Baron’s-court-house, ion. Price 13 stam: author, after 
jUSPENDED FOR ‘ONTHS, suffering nearly 40 years, s, cured by a method his own.—[ADvr?.) 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY, National Schoolroom, Groby, Leicester. Aug 15 
Lone Gagette.—TUESDAY, A = 
OINT STOOR COMPANIES 
os IN CHANCERY. BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
ANGLO-MontTaNaA Minine Co J., has fixed Wednesday, A’ London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Aug. 17. 
29, ss. 12, =< ere of Votinn sy Judge, aes Courts, for appointasens of RECEIVING Onna, “4 
Gaskina PATENT DRIvine BELT AND LEATHER Oo, LrurTsp.—By an order made "hug is Oreaag i ne ten Butcher High Court Pet 
Burling, J dated Ac ok Glty rd.» eS that the company be wound up. | arrgwpoRova: H, Gronos, and Many Nottingham, Fancy 


@zorce F brooke tt lane Winding up. prevented As 
directed t Oe nd ee eo tn fos wi & Co, Mark 


rs for petner 
Gzores F. Brooxe & Co., Lamzrep.—Petn for wind » presented Aza 16, 
to be heard before North, J. on Oct 27, » Crutched 8, 


directed to 
solors for petner 

Ww 8 PATENT STARCH AND SACCHARINE Co., 
fixed Aug 28 at 10.30, at Room. ? 704, Royal Courts, for 


liquidator 
County PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
by be wound up. an order made Aug 10, it was 


ATTENBOROUGH, eer 
meme 


Loarep.—Denman, J., has 
appointment of official nen 


am ket Ang 1 13 Ord Aug 13 
Sete Manufacturers’ Manager 


Bristol Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 


Seneca ie eam meme, Pet July 28 Ord Aug 14 
BgNsON, MICHAEL, 


, Troatheck, Westmoreland, Retizved Farmer Kendal Pet 


Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 
Aan det st, Metal Broker High Court Pet July 21 Ord 


BuRCHILE, CORNELIUS GxoRGx, Bristol, Butcher Bristol Pet Aug 14 Ord 


Aug 16 





LIMITED I CHANCERY. | 


- te & Hdgat, Manchester, solors 


comme. td 


Murpay CARR Barrow 
poy a w in Furness ub ond 
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CLARKE, ROBERT, Leicester, Ironfounder Leicester Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 
CorsEY, EMANUBL, Ballingdon, Essex, Innkeeper Colchester Pet Aug 14 Ord 


Aug 14 
CofeGROVE, James, Macclesfield, Joiner Macclesfield Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 
Day, —— SMITH, aa grove, Marylebone, Confectioner High Court Pet 


Aug!3 Ord A 
a Ernzst, Sheffield, Draper Sheffield Pet Aug 15 


Dopson, ~~ LES 

ug 15 
EDELSTON, PETER, Blackpool, Salesman Manchester Pet July 27 Ord Aug 15 
ELLIOT, FRANCIS wag 10. Ord Aug 10 street, Herne hill, out of employment Green- 


wich Pet Augi0 Ord aoe 1c 

FOWLER, FREDERICK papeybouene, Gloucestershire, Beerhouse 
Keeper Bristol eae Aug i5 Ot Aug 15 

Fry, Henry AvGcustvs, Bath, ber Merchant Bath Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 

GAMMAN, FREDERICK Wiieasant, Ystalyfera, Glamorganshire, Liquidator Neath 
Pet July 20 Ord Aug 

GOLDTHORPE, GEORGE, tes, Draper Leeds Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 

Gort, JouN, Leicester Baker Nottingham Pet July7 Ord Aug 10 

GRAVES, WALTER, Old Broad st, Architect High Court Pet Junes Ord Aug 15 


HAtt, > a AvuGustTvs, Nottingham, Milliner Nottingham PetAugi5 Ord 


A 
Hancoce. 0. Walthamstow, Builder High Court Pet July 31 Ord Aug 15 
Hanemor, ANN, residence unknown, Widow High Court Pet May 2 Ord 


ug 

Huneawe, iia JOHN, Manchester, Schoolmaster Manchester Pet Aug 13 
r ug 1! 

eee J — Macclesfield, out of business Macclesfield Pet Augi5 Ord 
U, 

Hvumpy, dances, Queen Victoria st, Mining Agent High Court PetJune 1 Ord 


A 
Host, Jo: on pm , Wincanton, Somersetshire, Boot Factor Yeovil Pet 
ug 1 
HUTcHISON, Wri. Marklane High Court Pet May 2 Ord July 18 


Imrie. 1 ones Conan, Sandbach, Cheshire, Schoolmaster Macclesfield Pet 


Ord A’ 
tron 22,8 and Ip SAMUEL ERUEAER®, Newport, Mon, Clothiers New- 
port, Mon Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 


—e€ ~ Wri SHakP, Wood Geeme, eo Edmonton Pet Augii Ord 
— anew, Gateshead, Builder Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 1 Ord 


MontEN Ieciess Honwnor, ated st, Charing cross, Gun Maker High Court 
Pet Augi15 Ord Aug 15 
Comm, ALFRED, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Leicester Pet July 21 Ord 


PARRY, Ke. Nevin, Carnarvonsbire, — Merchant Portmadoc and Blaenau 
Festiniog Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 
— J Co ee Tahimaels Pembrokeshire, Farmer Pembroke Dock Pet Aug 
ri ug 
Raawp. Tecusm, Lorvianere rd, Walworth, Marble Merchant High Court Pet 
u ug 14 
ae, re ey A DOmmEAM, High. Holborn, General Manager High Court Pet 
r ug 9 
pa. 4. EDWARD, SAMUEL WILLIAM Cocks, ALEXANDER MILNE, GEORGE 
MAINWARING COWLISHAW, and HERBERT WILLIAM COWLISHAW, Manches- 
ter, Manufacturers of Silk Fabrics High Court Pet July27 Ord Aug 13 
SMITH, eee, Hexham, Clothier Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 13 Ord 


Aug 
eurcuures, SraraEn, Halifax, Builder Halifax Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 


SwIirt, GEORGE WILLIAM, JThenton Aston, Stafford, Hay Dealer Wolverhamp- 
ton Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 


var, peggy ss Ashby de la Zouch, Grocer Burton on Trent 


VEYSEY, VICTOR, eddrere & unknown High Court Pet June20 Ord Aug9 
WANT, GEORGE, Shenley, Herts, Builder Barnet Pet July 20 Ord Aug 14 
Wakn, Francis, Blackburn, Draper Blackburn Pet July 11 Ord Aug 15 
WI1Ton, WILLIAM, Brighton, Surgeon Brighton Pet Augi3 Ord Aug 13 
Waok, Davin, Pontefract, Confectioner Wakefield Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 


The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 3. 


Pgacock, EpwarkD WALTER, Richmond Park rd, Mingtton on Thames, Coal 
Merchant Kingston, Surrey Pet July 31 Ord July 81 
RECEIVING ORDER ANNULLED. 

ee aa Tunbridge Wells, Hosier Yunbridge Wells Pet July 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ATTENBOROUGH, GEORGE, and Mary ANN HERBERT, Nottingham. igs Hosiery 
Manufacturers Aug 24ati2 Off Rec. 1, High pavement, Notticgham 


a, * . the eo Touseer, Regent st, Chemist Aug 29 at 12 33, Carey st, 
’s inn 
Bamnew, Ww De Beauvoir crsnt, De Beauvoir town, Cabman Aug 28 at 11 


ILLIAM, 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bass, {Gzonox, Leicester, Commission Agent Aug 24 at 12.30 28, Friar lane, 
ce: 


BENTLEY, JULIA, Blackstone rd, London ade. jieckney Boot Manufacturer 
Aug 24 at 12 38, Carey st, Lincoln’s in 
nee eee, Gany's Sn a, Builder » t, or at 11 38, Oarey st, Lincvln’s 


BRUNETTI, ADELELMO, O, Rackinahem I Palace rd, Pimlico, Confectioner Aug 28 at 12 


33, st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bewg, JAMES, Preston, Provision Dealer Aug 24 at3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 


m 
BULLOCK, 7 ueeae, Dudley, Worces, Butcher Aug 25 at 12 Off Rec, Wolver- 


iP: 
Caneupen JAMES, ay 5 tee nr Carnforth, Farmer Aug 27 at3 Royal Hotel, 
le, nr C; 
COLEs, a Se =, Bepinghem, Billiard Player Aug 30 at 11 25, Colmore row, 


ng’ 
Ex1ns, Fe Bt > pt Market, Norfolk, Grocer Aug 25 at 12 Off Rec, 8, 
No ic. 
Exrort, J W, & FO a az ehester. Tea Dealers Aug 24 at 12 Off Rec, Ogden’s 


oes, Bri 
iT, SAMUEL RADLEY, Sheffield, Plumber Aug 28 at 2.30 Off Rec, Figtree 
Pueun oT ‘stratford ys Builder Aug 28 at 11 Bankruptcy bld 
. ’ 7 ‘ds € a 5, 
Portugal st, my oh inn fi = ste deers 
Gray, 4 o—- ord, Baker Raat at 11.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge 


Hakt, WILuIAM, Blackfriars rd, , Soutepent, Coffin Furniture Dealer Aug 28 at 


12 38, Oarey st, Lincoln’s 





unm, Rome CaRNEJI&, Sandbach, Cheshire, Schoolmaster Aug %ati1 Of 
ec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 
JoNnES, ROBERT, Upper Bangor, Joiner Aug 24 at4 Queen’s Head Oafe, Bangor 


Lewis, Jonny, Gelligaer, Glam, Grocer Aug 27 at12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 
Ley, Ouantae. Nottingham, Cooper Aug 24at11 Off Rec, 1, High pavement, 
a ITH, THomMAS, Allensmore, Hereford, Farmer Aug 2 at 10 2, Offa st, Here- 
or: 
Mogris, Matusw, Gateshead, Builder Aug 28 at 2.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, New. 
castle-on-Tyne 
Norron, THO: Aylestone k, Leicestershire, Glas3 Desler Aug 24 at 3 
Prise lane, Lair = 
OnuE, ALFRED, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Aug 28 at 12.30 28, Friar lane, 
iceste' 
Pgacock, EDWARD WALTR&R, Richmond Post rd, Kingston on Thames, Coal 
erchant Aug 27 at3 Griffin Hotel, Kingston on Thames 
Balsall Heath, Worcestershire, Butcher Aug 28 at 11 25, 


puttemhem, Dealer in Horses Aug 27 


K, 
Pink lane, he ny on Typ 
UTULIFFE, STEPHEN, Halifax, Builder Aug 28 at 11 Off Rec, Halifax 


UspEnwooD, pari ales, Old st, St Luke’s, Shoemaker Aug2@atii 33, Oarey 

st, Lincoln’s ion 

VARNAM, Tmpecas, jun., Ashby de la Zouch, Grocer Aug 24at2.30 White Hart 

Howe. ey | on ‘Trent 
Wasine, 58 mas, Barista ar Wesringten, Plumber Aug 24 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
en’ 4 yt Bridge st, M, 

Ween itec, Wo —_ — nr Bilston, Beerhouse Keeper Aug 25 atii Off 
0 verhampton 

wasn, 2 ro Basiugetoke, Saddler Aug 24 at 11.20 Red Lion Hotel, 


ito! 
WIN wause, Wolverhampton, Stationer Aug 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, 


WILLIAMS, 
Wigtreemreapeen 
Woop, JosEPH aed Sheffield, Wheelwright Aug2at3 Off Rec, Figtree 
lane, Sheffield 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Atak, Hypatae Cymmer, Glamorgan, Shoemaker Pontypridd Pet June 12 
e14 


BENSON, MICHAEL, Troutheck, Westmoreland, Retired Farmer Kendal Pet 


Aug9 Ord Aug 
Bmp, JOSEPH, Biireith, Cumberland, Farmer Carlisle Pet July 31 Ord 


BRUCE Rurcuann, a Convict in Wormwood Scrubbs Prison High Court Pet 
une4 Ord A 8 


ug 1 
BRYAN, JAMES, Preston, Provision Dealer Preston Pet July 27 Ord Aug 14 
BULLOCK, PHINEAS, Dudley, Butcher Wolverhampton Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 14 


CAREUTHERS, THOMAS AcTON, and GEORGE MURRAY CARRUTHE Barr«.w in 
—— , Printers Ulverston and Barrow in Furness Pet J Aug 13 Ord 
ug 15 


omantts ee, ALBERT, Glastonbury, Builder Wells Pet June22 Ord Aug 14 
COSGROVE, JAMES, Macclesfield, Joiner Macclesfield Pet Aug 14 Ord Auz 15 


Day, Veen Sore i Lisson gr, Marylebone, Confectioner High Court Pe 
3 ri u 

Doousy, Jaszs, Ondine rd, Champion hill, Builder High Court Pet May 30 
ug 14 

R H Manwanina, Maidenhead, Gent Windsor Pet May 16 Ord 


ramsey, yams Henezy, Odiham, Butch Winchest Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 15 
GOLDTHORPE, GEORGE, Leeds, Draper Leeds Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 

Gray, HENRY, Salford, Baker Salford Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 13 

Gaova, Eu1, Handsworth, out of business Birmingham Pet July 5 Ord 


ug 15 
Hats. Sanuer Avaustvs, Nottingham, Milliner Nottingham Pet Augi5 Ord 
HEnkINa, W1ILL14M JOHN, Manchester, Schoolmaster Manchester Pet Aug 13 
VU) 13 
HUaege.s J OsErE, Macclesfield, out of business Macclesfield Pet Augi5 O.d 


1 
Hunt, 36: 1 come Tor yaman, Wincanton, Somersetshire, Boot Factor Yeovil Pet 
Aug r ug 
IMRIE, . aes yay Sandbach, Cheshire, Schoolmaster Macclesfield Pet 
Soushont thane, One Congleton, Silk Throwster Macclesfield Pet Aug 3 Ord 


ug 1 
JONES, JOHN, Edgware rd, Hosier High Court PetJuly3 Ord Aug 14 
MARTIN, J ~ pe Wenneon, Cheshunt, Herts, Brickmaker Edmonton Pet June 


11 
MomELwazre, Purzanon, Salisbury, Greengrocer Salisbury PetAug9 Ord 
u 
PaRkY, JOHN, Nevin, Carnarvonshire, Cont Merchant Portmadoc and Blaenau 
Festiniog Pet Augic Ord Aug 1 
Panag, a —. Ghasnstoanchiee, Ironmonger Pontypridd Pet 
Picton, Jou, St. ishmnael’s, Pembrokeshire, Farmer Pembroke Dock Pet Aug 


ug 15 
SUTCLIFFE, STEPHEN, Halifax, Builder Halifax Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 


SwIFt, GEORGE WILLIAM, Wheaton Aston, Staffordshire, Hay Dealer Wolver- 
hampton Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 
WALDRBN, ALBERT, Hitchin, Painter Luton Pet July 23 Ord Aug 14 


WALKER, WILLIAM, Colne, Cotton Manufacturer Burnley Pet June 22 Ord 


Aug l4 
WEBB, , JOE, Low ey pee Beaten, Staff, Beerhouse Keeper Wolverhamp- 
ton u, 
WILLIAMS, ea HENRY, a Stationer Wolverhampton Pet 
Aug 8 QidA 
Witton, WILLIAM, 6 aaa, Sussex, Surgeon Brighton Pet Aug 11 Ord 


Aug 13 
Woop, Jo OSEPH WILLIAM, Sheffield, Wheelwright Sheffield Pet July 11 Ord 


The following a potics ak cape grant yy that published in the 
m 
PEACOCK, EDWARD WALTER, Richmond pk, 7 arcee om Thames, Coal merchant 
Kingston, Surrey Tet July 31 Ord Aug 
ADJ ig ey S AN iN ULLED. 
Rusk, Joun, Ashdon, Essex, Farmer, Cambridge Ajud Nov 24 Annul July 25 


onme, Wigan, Theatrical Manager Nottingham Adjud 





KENNION, THOMAS Ro: 
Febii Annul Aug 
im Gasette.—TUESDAY, Aug. 21. ‘ 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 





ALFRED, Newbury, Berks, Painter Newbury Pet Augi7 Ord Aug i? 





SERER ZEEE 





, 27 





rey 
tec, 


tel, 
Rec, 


e 12 


Ord 
Pet 


ge it 
w in 
Ord 


Ord 
Ord 
ig 13 
Od 
Pet 





y 2% 
\djud 
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el Preston Pet 
Bunoks, JOSEPH, § Augie. Stockon on Tees and Middles- 

_ c= Liverpool Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 
= a, ah taaoetia, Farrier Bridgwater Pet Aug 17 Ord 


Cox, ferry FREDERICK. Wen speusten Heath, Chemical Manufacturer 


onah, 
High Court Pet Augi7 Ord A 
W111aM, Torquay, Tailor mer Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 


Dmow, hod ana REUBEN, Essex st, Strand, Clerk High Court Pet Augi7 Ord 
Dooogriy b —-— ALFRED, Hop Exchange, Borough High Court Pet Aug 17 
ug 


17 
DUNE, yee Peverell, Devon, Ionkeeper Exeter Pet Aug 18 Ord 
oul, a Henry, Rye, Sussex, Clerk Hastings Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 


GaBB, LEONARD ARTHUR, ae, ae British Wine Manufacturer Kid- 


r Pet A 
GinsoN, JOSEPH, Lincoln, paper Lingain Pet Augis Ord Aug 18 


GREER, AETRATEED, Manchester, Boot Dealer Manchester Pet Aug 17 Ord 
eurata Ropekt, Liannor, evetin, Joiner Portmadoc and Blaenau 
Festiniog Pet Augi7 Ord A’ ug iv 
RIFFITHS, GEORGE, St Ishmael’s, Pembrokeshire, Farmer Pembroke Dock 
Pet m, Jans 17 Ord Aug 17 
HAzais0 = Se Cheltenham, Fly Proprietor Cheltenham Pet Aug 
woness, gra ‘y | Gent Brentford PetJuly3 Ord Aug 15 


Huneon, oan pase, Shrewsbury, Accountant Shrewsbury Pet July 30 
ug 
Hatt, THomas, Barton Turf, Norfolk, Grocer Norwich Pet Augi8 Ord Aug 18 


samen. Fmcetas, Ossett, Yorks, Watchmaker Dewsbury Pet Aug 18 Ord 
Aug 
Kgy, AUCKLAND pros, St Leonards on Sea, Carriage Builder Hastings Pet 


Aug i8_ Ord Aug 18 
ot ames Birmingham, Station Master Readiog Pet July 3 Ord 


Aug 
aes — pt | Spencer rd, Herne Hill, Clerk High Court Pet Aug 17 
ug 
Moon, Cunssrornms J, Birmingham, Fishmonger Birmingham Pet Aug 16 


Ord Aug 
Exaxvat, Lincoln’s inn fields, Architect High Court Pet Aug 


Moore. EDWIN 

16 Ord Aug} 
MORELAND, linpes, Leytonstone, Clerk High Court Pet Aug ié Ord Aug 16 
Movutp, Joun 8, Tue Brook, nr Liverpool, Builder Liverpool Pet July 20 Ord 


ug 17 
— Joun, Swinderby, Lircs, Farmer Nottingham Pet Aug 17 Ord 


ug 1 
Purtiies Bros, London rd, Printers High Court PetJune4 Ord Aug 17 
PLUMMER, tee Luton, Beds, Straw Hat Manufacturer Luton Pet Aug 18 


Ord Aug 1 
PREDDY, CHARLES, East Dean, Glos, Quarryman Gloucester Pet Aug 17 Ord 


Aug 17 
Ritey, WILL14M Briton, Halifax, Druggist Halifax Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 
Resenss, JOHN, iJesthongdl glyn myfr, Denbighshire, Farmer Wrexham Pet 


ug 16 16 
ae 7 ROLAND, ‘Dirssinghem, Drysalter Birmingham Pet Aug 16 Ord 
oe 7 HARLES SmiTuH, Ossett, Yorks, Farmer Dewsbury PetAugi7 Ord 


17 
BANDS, Wirtas, Bexhill, Sussex, Builder Hastings Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 18 
Szvers, RopERT WuHitTToN, Fleetham, Yorks, Prisoner in York Castle York 
Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 
ae Te aon 2 Ak oa Kirtley, Suffolk,Gardener Gt Yarmouth Pet Aug 
1 
STOKES, noni Cambridge, Baker Cambridge Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 


aemerd Stee Pembrokeshire, Builder Pembroke Dock 
. Boot Dealer Portmadoc 


Ord Aug 17 
Durham Pet Aug2 Ord Augi7 


SUTTON, 
Pet = i ei telies 
Tuomas, Evax W 5 A 


and Blaenau Festi pte agg Pet Aug 17 
TowarD, THOMAS, Shildon, hain, Buiaer 
WaLE, Wnstay 29 ra. tag = y By New Evington, Leicestershire, 

juilders Pet a es 


WALSH, re yt Siosley, Yorks, orp radtord Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 
WESTON, JOHN, Tipton, Grocer Deter Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 17 
ILLIAMS, CATHERINE, Ystrad yey _Stemengeaatee, Licensed Victualler 
Pontypridd Pet ‘Aug 16 Ord A 
Davip, Ystrad hondda, “Glamorganshire, Licensed Victualler 
Pet } Aug 16 — Aa 
was 2 = wy, Merion Quarryman Aberystwith Pet 
ao 
YEOMAN, — MAITLAND, not now in England, Eogineer High Oourt Pet 


oF 





FIRST MEETINGS. 


ANDREWS, eget Makztrn, Bunhill row, Mantle Manufacturer Aug 3) at 12 
y et, Lincoln's in inn fields 


BROOKE, CHs IZLIAM, Bournemouth, Ironmonger Aug29 at 1 Inns of 
Court Hotel, High Holborn 
or Copper a jaa Bristol, Butcher Aug 30at3.30 Off Rec, Bank 
orn 
CANDLER, BrePHEN, T Teviot ot, Toplar, Ex-Inspector of Police Aug3iati1 33, 
st, Lincoln’s inn 

Guage, Soe BERT, Leicester, Ironfounder Aug 29 at 12.30 28, Friar lane, 
Coen, Isaac 


Bako, Manchester, bo mae Maker Aug 30 at 12 Off Rec, Ogden’s 
Corz, cn, TEnuspon, Seymour DL, Fulham rd, Artist Aug 30 at 11 33, Carey st, 
neers JaMES, Macc'esfield, Joiner Aug 29at11 Off Rec, 23, King Edward 
Cnocesa, oe Torquay, Tailor Aug 30atil Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, 


DE paean GEORGE anne and Gzorce Samson Dz Furywa, Fenchurch st, Fur- 


vies Aug @atil ptcy 8, Lincoln’s 
DuDGEON, JOHN URN, Rivercourt r edemnenacumaite, Oil Merchant Aug 31 
at ll Bankruptay bl bi Lincoln’s 


Builder Aug 30 at 1 County Court, 


Fern, W 
Northampton Winter! 
hae dn toe oa 


Keeper Aug ‘0 at's 315 15 





Fry, Henry Avausrvus, Bath, Timber Merchant Aug 29 at 12 White Lion 


Gara Wertine E., Fleet st, Journalist Aug 90 at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
GaLrrm, | MSRERS eng Aug3iati2 33, Carey 


at, 
GAMMAN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Y! Li pitcher of Gwansen 
‘Anthracite te Colliery Aug 90 at eee Harland bes 
Genn, JamuEs, Beak st, it st, Draper mea 12 33, ray ob, Lincoln's 
Gruss, JonN WILLIAM, Birmingham, Tailor Aug 29 at 12.30 Off Reo, 22, Park 


iW, 
Hatt, EEWES? Avuausrvs, Nottingham, Milliner Aug 2Satii Off Rec,1, High 


pavement, Not 
HARRISON, JAMES HENRY, Cheltenham, Fly Proprietor Aug 28 at 4.15 Oounty 
Hakt, JoserH, Northampton, Furniture Dealer Aug 30 at 3 County Court, 


Northampton’ —- . 
HN, Manchester, Saeockmaster Aug 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 


Pg ty ty Ty tant Sept 7at 1 Law Societ 
iN, ws ccoun w et 
Talbot chmbrs, Sh * ” 


Hunegy, Joskrat, Macclesfield, out of business Aug 29 at 12 Off Reo 23, King 

Hose, Js es, Wincanton, Somerset, Boot Factor Aug 2% at 1.15 

EENES, THOMAS Vi, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler Aug 31 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 29, 


Cardiff 
Keven, Bream, Ot rd, Up Norw Barrister at La Aug 28 at 3 
a per ‘ood, a w ug 28 a 
Macrat, Cuautas Romer, Herne hill rd, Brixton Aug 31 at 11 83, Uarey st, 


fee) 

Campy, Daneeee SUANER, Salis BER, Tapeeler Aug %0ati1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
coln’s 

Pamnge, CEASE, Saat Deas, Glen, Cnegaen Aug 30at3 Lion Inn, Cinder- 


Powe, ry bk — a Sillwood, Streatham hill Aug 28 at 12 109, Victoria st, 


Riuey, WittlaM BILTON, Halifax, Druggist Aug 3iatii Off Rec, Halifax 
ROsERTS. WILLIAM, Liverpool, Buildet’ Aug Stat 2 Off Reo, 8, Victoria st, 


Liv 
Severs, ROBERT WHITTON, Kirkby Fleetham, Yorks, Prisoner in York tl 
Aug 30 at 12.30 Git Heo, York wnig sep 
Sire, GzorGs, Leeds, Glass Dealer Aug 81 at1i1 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Seonys, Guonan, Cambeiign, Bair Aug 81 at12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cam- 
Swirt, GEorGE WILLIAM, Wheaton Aston, Staffs, Hay Dealer Aug 29ati1 Off 
Rec, Wol olverhampton ad eo 

ILNE, 


SmiTH, CHARLES EDWARD, SAMUEL Wi1iaM Cocks, 
GEORGE MaNwaning” w, and WILLiaM COWLISHAW 
Manchester, Manutactarere of Silk’ Aug % at 3 Off Rec,,Ogden’s chbrs,” 


Bridge st, 

Tans Gunmaker Aug 29 at 12 Off Rec, 25, Colmore row 

TOLLERVEY, WILLIAM HENRY, Hollowayrd, Butcher Aug 31 at12 Bankruptcy 
blangs, Lincoln’s inn 

TRENAMAN, JOSEPH incor Tulse hill, Brixton, Builder Aug 90 at 11 
Bankroptcy bldngs, 5 

WALKER, WILLIAM THEODORE, Aston, Warwickshire, Boot Dealer Aug 31 at 11 


35, Uolmoss row, 
i more row, Birming urgeon Aug 2%ati2 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bdngs, 


ADJUDIOCATIONS. 
Bass, GEORGE, Leicester, Commission Agent Leicester Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 15 
Manufacturer 


BENTLEY, JULIA, Blackstone *ie ras fields, Hackney, Boot 
h Court Pet Augi 

mes ed JOHN, Fulham rd, Watchmaker High Court PetJuly10 Ord 

Bort, SEFTIAUS, Augustus st, Regent’s pk, Milk dealer High Court Pet June 


15 
Burr1z, —_ RED, Bridgwater, Farrier Bridgwater Pet Aug 17 Ord 


A 

FELLIAM CHARLES SMEATON, Acton terr, Merton, Builder Croydon 
Pet July 23 Ord Aug 13 
7 yore cK WILLIAM, Plymouth, Outfitter East Stonehouse Pet Aug 


CROCKER, Winn, Torquay, Tailor Exeter PetAugi7 Ord Aug 17 

Daxng, uly Ord Aug 16 rd, Mineral Water Manufacturer High Court Pet 
ee a ALFRED, Hop Exchange, Borough High Court Pet Aug 17 
Duns, FREDERICK, Sampford Peverell, Devon, Innkeeper Exeter Pet Aug 18 
Epwanee, joi Bowann, Campbell rd, Bow, Builder High Court Pet July 6 
Bam, Sous, I Downham Market, Norfolk, Grocer King’s Lynn Pet Aug 10 


FOWLER. Winterbourne, Glouces, Beerhouse Keeper 


a WILLIAM, 
Bristol Pet Aug15 Ord A 
GrBson, JosePH, Lincoln, Draper Lincoln Pet Aug i8 Ord Aug 18 
cum, 1 ren Manchester, Boot Dealer Manchester Pet Aug 17 Ord 


wae RoseEkt, Lilannor, Carnarvonshire, Joiner Portmadoc and Blaenau 
g Pet sas 17° Ord ry te 
Gurrrras, Oo Aged brokeshire, Farmer Pembroke Dock 
Pet Aug 17 mond A: 


Hopasow, THomas, ‘butcher Halifax Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 18 
Ho.uines, GEORGE, Gooden ct, Temple, Barrister-at-Law High Ovurt Pet 


June 19 Ord Aug i 
BeEppogs, Shrewsbury, Accountant Shrewsbury Pet July 30 


Lay, CHARLES, Nottingham, Cooper Nottingham Pet Aug § Ord Aug 16 
MACKIE, Wasezant SHarPp, Wood Green, Traveller Edmonton Pet Aug 11 


Ord 
MoRELAND, , Leytonstone, Ulerk High Court Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 16 


—e- - Aylestone pk, Leicestershire, Glass Dealer Leicester Pet 

\,- spdeeepegem cester, Boot Manufacturer Leicester Pet July 21 Ord 
PAULaON, sae, Swinderby, Lincolnshire, Farmer Nottingham Pet Aug 17 
cay > wapnePepanaercenveres: Newcastle on Tyne Pet Julyit Ord 
Punnqes, Secees Danan, Dyas va, Kilburn, Clerk High Court Pet July 18 
Pamor Safes Dean, Gloucestershire, Quarryman Gloucester Pet 


, CHARLES, East Dean, 
wren or hag Eady 
Brz0n, Halifax, Druggist Halifax Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 18 
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Rosson, CHARLES SMITH, Ossett, Yorks,Farmer Dewsbury Pet Aug 17 Ord 
A 17 


Rriey, Wi11x, Birmingham, Warehouseman Birmingham Pet July 24 


Ord Aug 
Sooxs. FDWINn VALENTINES, Kirtley, Suffolk, Gardener Gt Yarmouth Pet Aug 17 


Ord Aug 17 
STOKES, GEorGE, Uambridge, Baker Cambridge Pet Augié Ord Aug 17 


TEASDALE, JOHN, Durham, Gun Maker Durham Pet July 23 Ord Aug 18 
Tuomas, EvAN WYNNE, Portmadoc, Carnesvoushize, Boot Dealer Portmadoc 


and Blaenau Festiniog Pet Augi7 Ord Aug 
TOLLERVEY, WILLIAM HENsY, Holloway rd, Butcher. High Court Pet Aug 3 
Pet July2t Ord 


Aug 16 
be pe Jonas, Accrington, Timber Merchant Blackburn 
Senn team, Bingley, Yorks, Grocer Bradford Pet Aug 17 Ord Aug 17 
beteesy GEORGE, Shenley, Hertfordshire, Builder Barnet Pet July 20 Ord 
17 
WaowAt, Tuomas, Goldhawk rd, Cabmaster High Oourt Pet Aug8 Ord 
17 
writi TLLIAMS, CATHERINE, Ystrad nee, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler 
Pontypridd Pet Aug16 Ord A ug ie 
Writtmams, Davin, Ling 2 peer Jamorgan, Licensed Victualler Ponty- 
pridd_ Pet Aug 16 
wae MS, awe i. a Or sialteed, Merioneth, Quarryman Aberystwith Pet 
ug 16 rr 
WOoOOoLlER, THOMAS, Sidcup, Kent, Builder Croydon Pet April5 Ord July 24 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED, 


Fovrness, HENRY, Choriton upon Medlock, Manchester,Gas Engineer Man- 
chester Adjud Nov 2 Annul July 25 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Aug. 27.—Messrs. BAKER & Sons, in a Marquee on the Estate, at 3 p.m., Freehold 
Ca (see Sivertsemens. Aug. 11, p. 4). 
Aug. 29.—Messrs. BEAN, BURNRTT, & ELDRIDGE, at the Moat, Tokenhouse-yard, 
E.C., a Reversion (see advertisement, Aug. 18, ~s 
Aug. 30.—Messrs. MURRELL & SCOBELL, at the Mart, To enhouse-yard, E.C., at 
1 $ iclock. Absolute Reversion (see advertisement, Aug. 18, p. 4). 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


CANNOT.—Aug. 11, the wife cf Emile Br Ge Cannot, barrister-at-law. « f Fy # son. 
—Aug 16, the wife of . Fuller, solicitor, of a daught 
Gurit.—Aug. 1 18, at 
, barrister-at-law. of 

WOLLASTON. —July 14, at Cape 
magistrate, of a son. 

B B A 18, at Books Hester Seward Bri Q.C., to 
RICE—BERENS.—Aug. 13, ey, ce, ‘Gertrude; 
daughter of the late Henry Berens, of Edg’ 

PARKES—CROWE.—Aug. 16, at Ealing. Robert Byerley Parkes, barrister-at-law, — 
to Alice, daughter o: ‘the late G. E. Crow 

Wrirtt—TayYiLor.—Aug. 15, at Kensington, J ohn George Witt, barrister-at-law, to 
Emily, daughter of James Taylor. 


Ernest 
Geena eer, Portman-square, the wife of ‘Wiliam ©, 
of Good Hope, the wife of Francis E. Wollaston, 








Ses 


Where dificulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with vegulariiy 
in the Country, it is requested that application be made direct to the 
Publisher. 





CONTENTS. 


UURRENT TOPICS .cccccsvce --eeecces 703 | NEW ORDERS. &O. --.-2.205 005 
| On THE DURATION OF Powsns AND Law STUDENTS’ JOURNAL ... 
TRUSTS FOR SALE eesecees 705 | LEGAL NEWS . 9040 
| Luoistarton OF THE YEar . - 706 WINDING-UP Norices. 
- CREDITORS’ Ni see 





The Subscription to the Sourcrrons’ Jounnan is—Town, 268. 6d,; | 
Country, 288. 6d. ; withthe Wrexty Rerorrer, 538. Payment in ade 
vance includes Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can haye © 

| their Volumes bound at the office—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 58. 6d, 








FIRE !! 


JOHN TANN’S| 


“ANCHOR RELIANCE” 


SA FE S 


FOR JEWELLERY, PLATE, DEEDS, BOOKS, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXES, 





ROBE 


BY SPECIAL 


To Her Majesty, 
the Judicial 


FIRE RESISTING SAFES, £4 10s., £5 5s.,and £8 5s. and Clerks 


LISTS FREE. 


Il, NEWGATE ST., LONDON, | EC. 





94 ee ere. 


BURGLARS !!| EDE AND SON, 


OS% mMaKens, 


the Lord Chancellor, the hay 4g 
ench, Corporation of 
RORES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Regiqgeere, meen Clerks, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY a CLERGY GOWNS. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. | 


' London Gazette. 


e Gzertisomente can be received at these Offiods 
r the current Gentes, wethous Expedition Fes 
p.m. on ; 

Mondays and Thursdays. 


COVERNMENT EXPEDITION FEES 
(ON LATE ADVERTISEMENTS). 

Mondays and Thursdays 4.15 p.m. 5s, © 

Tuesdays and Fridays .. .. 4, ; 

REYNELL & SON, 


** London emer it ro ea ‘AAvertising 


44, CHANCERY “TANE, W.C. 
Opposite Lincoln's Inn Gateway). : 
ESTABLISHED BY THE LATE GEO. REYNSLL IN 181, : 





APPOINTMENT, 


of 
London, &¢ 


” 


of the P 


LANE, LONDON. 











Ij dk on ot oS 2D. 


SUBSCRIBED 


CAPITAL, 


ONE MILLION. 


£100,000 PAID UP. 


TRUSTEES : 


The Hon. BARON POLLOCK. 
The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE KAY. 


Offices : 


The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE DAY. 
The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE GRANTHAM. 


No. 9, SERLE STREET, LINCOLN’S INN, W.C. 


The Society is prepared to receive and consider proposals for the following classes of business :— 


1. Fidelity guarantee. 
2. Business arising out of Trusts, including their administra- 
tion and the indemnity of Trustees. 


Provision has been made not to interfere with 


3. The insurance of mortgage advances. 
4, Providing a fund for securing to Leaseholders and othentl 
the return of principal at the expiration of any fixed period. 


the administration of Trusts by Solicitors. 


Full particulars may be had on application to the undersigned. 


By order of the Board, 


THOS. R. RONALD, General Manager and Secretary. 








[MPERIAL wing a eEOURANUS COM- | IN OBTHERE 4 


meuemies ‘1808. 

1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, S.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
Total Invested Funds over £1,600,000. 

E. COZENS SMITH, 
General Manager, 


Fire Premiums .. 
Life Premiums .., 
Interest... 


| Accumulated Fuis 


ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
Established 1836. 


| Lowpor;: 1, ———. 


INCOME & vane: (1887) :— 


nion-terrace. 


| as BRITISH LAW FIRE INSUBAN Or 
COMPANY, LIMITED 
Capital £1,000,000, 
This Saheethes ore £500,000. , 
Compan entertain propo 
on eligible Picks, i abieking Me Mercantile Insu 
Applications for Agencies may be made to 
H. FOSTER CUTLER, Manager and Secretar 


Offices, 5, Lothbury, Bank, London, E.C. 


E.C, AszuRpzEy, 1, 


oe 


eo «60 ee )~— we «=| $8,421,000 





